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time I have been endeavoring incessantly to 
bring the question before the House for its 
action. There has been time enough for him to 
prepare and submit his minority report, and to 
make whatever opposition he desired to the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I do not desire to make a 
minority report; but, inasmuch as I did not 
make any minority report, I desire to assign to 
the House the reasons influencing me in my 
opposition to the bill. 

“Mr. BROOM. The people are pressing for 
action of Congress on this long-delayed claim. 

A word in answer to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. His statement is not strictly in accordance 
with my recollection of the facts. He alleged that 
the officers petitioned Congress to commute the 
half pay for life to five years’ full pay, or ten years’ 
half pay. If the gentleman had examined the 
various reports made to this body and to the other 
House on this subject, he would have found that 
that petition was signed by only seventeen offi- 
cers—no more; and on that petition Congress 
acted. 

Again: he says that each received a sum in 
gross—five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay for 
life, under the resolution of 1783. He says that 
they were drawn up in line, and individually ac- 
cepted the law as it was passed. Now, sir, that 
is the very ground on which the commutation 
law is claimed not to be binding on the officers, 
because the contract arose from the resolution of 
October 21, 1780, which made it a matter between 
each officer individually and the Government. 
And when the commutation law was passed then, 
it was not that they were to accept it as individu- 
als, but by lines and States. The officers of the 
Revolution had no choice but to accept it or to 
receive nothing. These commutation certificates 
were forced upon them, and they took them. 
Then, sir, the resolution of 1783 provided that 
they should be paid in money or its equivalent. 
When the certificates were issued and placed in 
their hands, they were suffering from want, in con- 
sequence of their devotion to the great cause of hu- 


of these officers may have been placed upon the 
pension roll, at full pay, under the act of 1818, 
1828, or 1832? 

Mr. BROOM. 
1826, only. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
a motion to postpone now pending ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion imme- 
diately pending. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then raise the point 
of order that it is not in order to discuss the merits 
of the bill. I hope the discussion will be confined 
to the motion before the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
to debate the general merits of the bill. Itis com- 
petent, however, for gentlemen to state the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. BROOM. I design, at the proper time, to 
offer an amendment, with the concurrence of a 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania (Mr. Broom] has furnished me with one 
of the best reasons in the world why this matter 
ought to be postponed. He assertsa broad prop- 
osition here, which I deny; and that is, that every 
committee which has had this matter in charge, 
up to this time, hasunanimously reported in favor 
of a billsimilar to this. Thatiscertainly not the 
fact, and the history of the country will prove 
that it is not. 

The facts of this matter lie in a nutshell. In 
1779 Congress promised seven years’ half pay to 
those who remained in the army until the close 
of the war. In 1780 Congress promised half 
pay for life to those who would remain in the 
army until the close of the war. After the close 


I think up to the 3d of March, 


Is there not 


| of our revolutionary struggle, there was great 


man freedom, and they were obliged to sell their | 


certificates for twelve and a half cents on the dol- 
lar, having to pay $100 for a barrel of flour, and 
$75 for a cord of wood. But we ask nothing 
for that. The bill provides that the whole amount 
of the five years’ pay shall be deducted from the 


provision for half pay for life; not the twelve and | 


a half cents on the dollar only, but the whole sum 
named on the face of the certificates is to be de- 


ducted from it, so as mérely to revive the resolu- | 


tion of 1780—as though that unjust law of 1783 


had never been passed—upon the basis of an in- | 


dividual contract. tee 
The report of the committee upon this bill has 


been lying here printed for nearly three months, | 


and if gentlemen are not sufficiently acquainted 
now with its provisions, they probably never will 
be. The report is elaborate. It shows that this 
matter was first brought before Congress in 1783, 
and has been presented from year to year, up to 
the present time; and further, that every solitary 
committee to which these memorials have been 


referred has favorably reported upon them unani- | 


mously, until it was reserved for this Congress 
to have a member upon the committee to oppose 
it. 
Mr. CRAIGE. That is the very reason why 


I desire a postponement, so that I may prove that , 


that was not the case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
an inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and I hope that he will correct me if | am im error. 
Am I correct in understanding that the bill pro- 
vides that officers who were entitled to the half 
pay for life, and subsequently took the commuta- 
tion—five years’ full pay—are now taking half pay 
for the whole period of their lives, deducting the 
commutation they received ? 

Mr. BROOM. Yes, sir, deducting the entire 
amount. 

Mr. JONES. Then I ask if, under its provis- 


ions, that half pay is to stop at the time that any |! member of the committee who voted against the | 
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I wish to make | 


excitement in the country in consequence of that. 
The order of Cincinnati had made a great many 
enemies in the country, and the officers them- 
selves—the gentleman says only seventeen or 
eighteen signed the petition, and I do not care 
how many there were—the officers themselves, 
who were forced into that position by the popular 
sentiment of the country, applied to Congress to 
pass a law giving them five years’ full pay in 
liew of half pay for life, and a bill of that charac- 
ter was passed in 1780 or 1783—I do not recollect 
the precise date now—under which, the gentleman 
says, the officers never realized more than twelve 
and a half cents on the dollar. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that be so, then the 
gentleman ought to have reported a bill similar 
to the bijls reported in the early history of this 
business, and those bills proposed to pey them the 
seven eighths of the five years’ full pay—deduct- 
ing only the twelve and a half cents on the dol- 
lar—which the gentleman says they received. 
But, sir, the history of the country will show that 
there have not only been members of the com- 
mittee who have voted against a bill of this sort, 
but that reports have been made against it. I 
undertake to say further than that—that no such 
bill ever has been reported by any committee. 


The bill reported was a bill of the character I | 


have just mentioned; that was, that they should 
be paid the five years’ full pay—deducting the 
twelve and half cents on the dollar—which it is 
conceded they received. The next bills which 
were reported authorized them to receive half 

ay up to acertain period—I believe 1823 or 1826. 
Vhy that arbitrary period was sclected [ cannot 
tell, unless one of the earlier pension laws passed 
aboutthat time. JI do not remember how that is. 
It was then confined to the officers and their chil- 


dren. The bill now reported by the present com- | 


| mittee not only gives it to the officers and their 


children, but to the officers and their heirs; and, 
as originally submitted, it included collateral as 
well as lineal decendants. I believe I moved to 


| insert the word “‘ lineal;’’ whether it was adopted 


finally or not, I do not know. 
Mr. BROOM. It was adopted. 
Mr. CRAIGE. 
mittee present when this bill was under considera- 
tion. The gentleman says that I was the only 


It is certainly not in order 


| which I think are erroneous, 


There was not a full com- 


bill. Now, that is true, as far as it goes; but 
I believe the fact is, that there were only six 
or seven members of the committee present when 
the bill was agreed to, and it passed by a bare 
majority of the whole committee. I believe Mr. 
Epmunpson, of Virginia, was absent, and prob- 
ably two or three others were likewise absent. 
There were not, at all events, more than six or 
seven members of the committee present at the 
time. Now, sir, I do not desire time to examine 
the report of the committee. I have already 
examined it. [am familiar with the report and 
with the bill. But the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has stated certain facts with regard to the 
former legislation of Congress on this subject, 
I desire to correct 
the erroneous impression which may have been 
made, should gentlemen not correct it themselves, 
by examining the subject before next Monday— 
by having in the House, when the matter is taken 
up, the authorities upon which IL rely. They are 
atmy room. I didnot know this bill was coming 
up this morning, and therefore did not bring them 
with me. 1 donot think the bill can be based on 
the proposition of the gentleman that there has 
been a violation of contract. The Government 
promised these officers half pay for life. The 
officers did not desire to receive it, but asked 
Congress to commute, by giving them full pay 
for five years. Congress did so; and now, gen- 
| tlemen come in here and tell you that it wasa 
violation of the contract. Sir, it was no violation 
| of contract. It cannot be supperted as a con- 
tract. If it was, then this bill ought to provide 
for all the heirs, because the interest was a vested 
interest. But there was no violation of contract. 

If it be given as bounty, then they ought not to 

receive it, because, at a subsequent period of our 
| history, the officers and their heirs were pensioned 
| by the Government. 

The benefits of the bill are confined merely to 
| the officers of the line. The officers of the militia 
in the several States are not to receive a single 
dollar under it; nor does the common soldier, 
who fought the battles of the Revolution, get a 
| picayune under it. It is confined merely to the 
| officers of the line and their heirs. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I hope the bill will not 
be postponed, because it is presumable that every 
person who has looked into the history of the 
legislation of the country in respect to the revo- 

lutionary soldiers is, to a considerable extent at 
| all events, conversant with the facts which make 
the subject of dispute between the gentleman from 
| North Carolina and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Messrs. Craice and Broom.} | may be 
permitted to observe that this bill has, on my 
| reading of it, a tendency to do but partial justice 
to a large class of persons who are entitled, not 
to the bounty, but to the justice of this Govern- 
ment. P 

It is too late in the day, Mr. Speaker, for the 
Congress of the United States to talk about char- 
acterizmg the commutation act—the act of 1826 
confessing on its face what that act was. The 
provisions of the act of 1826 were, that all the 
officers of the revolutionary army who were en- 
titled under the resolution of October, 1780, and 
who then survived, should, from 1826 unto the 
close of their lives, have full pay. Why? It 
was a confession on the part of the Congress of 
the United States that these officers had been 
cheated by the act of 1783. In October, 1780, 
| they were entitled to half pay for hife if they served 
till the close of the war. Those who did serve 
till the close of the war were met, at the close of 
the war, by the act of 1783, known as the com- 
mutation law, by which Congress, in order to 
meet the prejudices of the country, offered ther 
five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay for life. 
And how were they to choose? According to 
my recollection, they were to choose by regiments, 
or possibly by lines. What was the state of facts 
| in regard to it? The fact was, that all the young 
fellows of the army had gone at the time to see 
their wives or their sweethearts, and that the old 
fellows who remained with the regiments, and in 
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the camp, all voted to take the five 
rather than take chances of half pay for the 
balance of their lives; and in this way the com- 
mutation act was put upon the revolutionary 
army. 

Bat these men failed in this particular. They 
were to receive this money in the shape of com- 
mutation; they got a certificate for five years of 
full pay, and, as a matter of course, the certifi- 
cate being payable in the money of the country, 
their value at once descended to the value of the 


continental money. nd the consequence 8, || 
t tal y- And tl eque was, 


that those officers who held certificates entitling | 
them to five years’ full pay in money, only re- | 
ceived twelve and a half cents in the dollar: | 
$1,600 would thus bring only $200 in the market. | 

Well, the Government of the United States say 


nothing more to do with the matter. They say | 
that if the necessities of these men prompted | 
them to part with their certificates at that ruin- 

ous discount it was not the fault of the Govern- 

ment, for the Government paid them in full. The 
Government ought to recollect, in relation to these | 
revolutionary officers, the manner in which that | 
act was pressed up on them. They ought to re- | 
member that, if these officers reposed on the faith | 


9} 


of the Government that they should get five years’ | 


on Ee these certificates in full, and they have | 
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ears’ full pay, | The question was taken; and the motion to 
| postpone was not agreed to. 

I offer, by the sanction of the | 
| majority of the committee, the following amend- 


Mr. BROOM. 


ment to the amendment reported by the commit- 


| tee, in the eleventh section, and call the previous || 
| question: In line five of section eleven, strike out || 


the words *‘ grandchildren,’’ and insert the words 


|| ** Jineal descendants. ”’ 


Mr. COVODE. I ask my colleague to with- 
draw the call for the previous question, and to 
allow me to submit a few remarks upon this bill. 

Mr. BROOM refused to withdraw the call. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for | 


tellers upon seconding the previous question. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and 
Ke.xy were appointed. 


reported—ayes 82, noes 45. 
So the previous question was seconded. 


The previous question was then ordered to be || J 


put. 


The first amendment reported by the committee | 


was read and agreed to, as follows: 


From section five, strike out the words “ half pay of a 
lieutenant of infantry,’ and in lieu thereof insert, 
pay as hospital physicians and surgeons ;’? so that, if 
amended, the section will read: 

Bec. 5. nd be it further enacted, That surgeons’ mates 


full pay, that ruinous discount was on account of || shall be entitled to the benefit of the resolution of the 17th 
P ’ | 


the want of credit of the Government. | 
Let me eee to the House this single view: || 


A man w 
half pay, was so entitled in 1825. He dies in that 


10, in October, 1780, was entitled to | 


year; and in 1826, Congress passes a law that the || 
revolutionary officers who were entitled under 1 


the resolutions of October, 1780, and who were | 
still surviving, should have full pay for the bal- | 
ance of their lives. By what parity of reasoning 
do you cut off the heirs of a man who died in 
1825, and give full pay for life to the man who 
survived till 1826, when your obligation to both 
of them was exactly the same? This bill is es- 
sentially a bill for the heirs of these men, because 
none of themselves now survive; but it is a bill 
not for the heirs at law, or the heirs at large, as 
the gentleman from North Carolina seems to 
think; it is confined in its operations to the chil- 
dren and grandchildren of the men who were | 
entitled, and there it stops. And, whatis more, 
the ninth section of the act provides that this act 
shall ‘* notextend to the case of any Officer, or his 
representatives, who have received either half pay 
for life or commutation in lieu thereof, under any 
special act of Congress.”’ 

Thus it cuts off from the operation of’ this 
measure those who, in 1826, were surviving, and 


took full pay for the balance of their lives. Un- || 





der the commutation act of 1826, you deducted | 
the amount of commutation from any officer who | 
had received it, and you gave him the benefit of | 
his half pay for life. 1 think that for the children | 
and grandchildren, this is an act of sheer justice. | 


I discussed this bill here once before—all the |! 


principles of it, Gentlemen who were in that 
Congress recollect Mrs. Lynch’s case—a case | 
which embodied the whole principles of this bill. | 
Her father had been in the army of the United 
States; had been a captain as early as 1776, and | 
a lieutenant-colonel, I believe, at the end of the | 


war. He died of disease contracted in the ser- | 
vice. He had been a lawyer in Norwich, Con- | 
necticut. His heiress applied to the Congress of 


the United States on the ground that she was | 
entitled to the same equity—as the heiress of her | 
father—as were the heirs of those who survived | 





till 1826; and the Congress of the United States 
voted it to her. How is the Congress of the 
United States now to turn its back upon all other 
heirs of men who are similarly situated ? 

As to the amount of money to be taken out of 
the Treasury by this bill, I confess that I am im- | 
pervious to arguments of that sort. Ido not care | 
what amount is to be taken out of the Treasury | 
by it. Ido not care if it be ten, fifteen, or fifty 
millions. Is itan act of justice? If it is an act | 
of peat am ready to vote for it to the last 
dollar. Why, look at this domain of ours: gen- | 
Uemen will stand here, and vote it away to rail- 
roads, for homesteads to settlers; but they are | 
deaf to the appeals for justice of the very men 
who acquired that domain. I hope the bill will | 
not be postponed, but that it will be put through; | 
and if [ were charged with its management, | | 
would put it through under the previous question. | 


of January, 1781, and receive the same pay as hospital 
physicians and surgeons. 

Mr. KELLY. Is it now in order to move 
that the benefits of this bill shall also apply to 
the rank and file of the revolutionary army? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, the pre- 
vious question having been ordered. 

Mr. QUITMAN. [I desire to inquire if all 


amendments to this bill are cut eff by the opera- 


| tion of the previous question? 


The SPEAKER. They are. 
the vote ordering the main question to be now 
put is to bring the House to vote first upon 


| the amendments reported by the committee and 


such amendments as may be pending to the bill, 


and then upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 


The second amendment of the committee was 
reported and agreed to, as follows: 


In section nine, line three, insert atter the word “ re- 
ceived,’ the word * either ;”’ and after the word “* life,”’ the 
words “ or commutation in lieu thereof; »’so that the sec- 
tion, as amended, would read: 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That this act shall not 
extend to the case of any officer, or his representatives, 
who has received either half pay for life, or commutation 
in lieu thereof, under any special act of Congress. 


The third amendment of the committee was 
read, as follows: 


Insert in section eleven, “ and fifth.” Strike from the same 
section the word “ or,’’? between the words “‘ child’? and 


*children,’? and the words “ their descendants,” and in | 


lieu of the latter words insert “ grandchildren ;”’ so that, if 
amended, the section will read: 

Sec. Ll. nd be it further enacted, That all claims which 
shall be allowed under the first and fifth sections of this act 
shall be paid to the officer, if alive, and if he be dead, to 
his widow and children equally, and if there be no widow 
living, then to his child, children, or grandchildren—the 
issue of any deceased child taking among them the share 
of their deceased parent—and to no other persons. 

The question being first upon the amendment 
to the amendment offered by Mr. Broom, to wit: 
to strike out of the above amendment the words 
** grandchildren,’ and to insert the words *‘ lineal 
descendants,’’ it was taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. READY. Is it in order to offer an amend- 


| ment? 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move 


| an amendment, inasmuch as the House has or- 
| dered the main question to be put. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time. 


The Clerk was proceeding to read the billa 
third time, when 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting,) 
said: Stop! let us know first whether the bill 
as amended is engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not engrossed. 

Mr. JONES. Then it cannot be read a third 


| time. 


Mr. HOUSTON. What becomes of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It goes to the Speaker’s 
table. It cannot be read, if objected to, until it 
is engrossed. 





|| Senate fixing the day of adjournment of the 


|| be read a third time. 
| table. 


“same | 





; act on the Illinois contested-election case. 


| other questions. 
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Mr. JONES. I object to its third reading 
until it is engrossed as amended. , 
The SPEAKER. Then the bill goes to the 


| Speaker’s table. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to take 

from the Speaker’s table the resolution from the 
. pres- 

ent session of Congress. If there be objection, | 
shall move a suspension of the rules. . 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. TIT move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose indicated; and on that motion | 
demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a ques. 


| tion of privilege—to call up the contested-clection 


The question was taken; and the tellers || “*S° of Archer against Allen. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would inquire of 
the Chair what has become of the bill that was 
just under consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It was ordered to be en. 
grossed and read a third time. It was not ep- 
crossed, and objection being made, it could not 
It is upon the Speaker's 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it not in order to 
move that its further consideration be postponed 
to a day fixed ? 


The SPEAKER. 


It is not in order at this 


|time, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
| Hovusron] has the floor, and has submitted a 


motion. 


Mr. ENGLISH. 


Is it not in order to move to 


| suspend the rule requiring the engrossment of the 
| bill ? 


Mr. HOUSTON. The motion is not in order 
at present, as I have the floor. I made a motion 


| to suspend the rules. 


The effect of || 


Mr. KELSEY. I rise to aprivileged question— 
to submit a report from the Committee on En- 
graving. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My motion is to suspend 
all rules which authorize any committee to make 
reports out of the usual order. My motion is 
to suspend all rules which stand in the way of 
taking up and acting on the joint resolution from 
the Senate, fixing the day of adjournment of the 
present session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the report of the gentleman from New York 


is not in order, pending a motion to suspend the 
rules. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I gave notice the other 
day that I would, to-day, move to take up and 
now 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion cannot be received pending a 
motion to suspend the rules; and on this ground, 
the question of privilege is based on a paragraph 
of the Manual which enables it to precede all 
Sut there isa rule of the House 
which gives a member of the House, on this day, 


| aright to move to suspend the rules—to suspend 
| that provision of the 


Janual as well as others; 
therefore, the Chair decides that it is not a ques- 


| tion of privilege that will supersede the motion 


to suspend the rales. 
Mr. ORR. I demand the yeas and nays on the 


| motion to suspend the rules. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and the motion was 
decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 98; as 


| follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 


| Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
| Craige, Crawford, De Witt, Dowdell, Edmundson, Edwards, 


Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Foster, Hen- 
ry M. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Lake, 


| Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
| Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Moore, Andrew Oliver, 


Orr, Packer, Peck, Powell, Quiman, Ready, Rivers, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stewart, Taylor, Todd, Trippe, 


| Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, and John 


V. Wright—74. 

NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
Buffinton, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 

Dean, Denver, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Evans, Flag- 
ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas RK. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
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son, Knox, Leiter, Alexander K. Marshall, Matteson, Mc- 
arty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, 
yott, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
petit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
sherman, Simmons, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Traf- 
ron, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 
ox, 

So the rules were not suspended; two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. SHERMAN stated that Mr. Howarp 
had paired off with Mr. Oriver, of Missouri. 

Mr. MORGAN stated that Mr. SrranaHan 
had paired off with Mr. Witiiams. 


cLAIMS OF REVOLUTIONARY 
AGAIN. 

Mr. READY. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill to provide for the settlement of 
the claims of the officers of the revolutionary 
army, and of the widows and orphan children of 
those who died in the service, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. I only ask that 
the motion be entered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can that motion 
be reconsidered until the vote of the House is 
executed? The vote was that the bill be en- 
crossed and read a third time. It has neither 
been engrossed nor read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
in order. The gentleman from Tennessee, having 
possession of the floor, has the right to move to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engzrossed’and read a third time. 

Mr. JONES. But the bill has not been en- | 
grossed, neither has it been read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. It has neither been en- 
grossed nor read athird time. 

Mr. JONES. Then, when the order of tne 
House is not executed, how can a motion to re- 
consider be entertained ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House can rescind its 
own order. 


ENLARGEMENT OF CUSTOM-HOUSES, ETC. 


Mr.WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask leave to make a report from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move that all the | 
rules be suspended, in order that I may report | 
from the Committee on Commerce, so that it can 
now be considered, a joint resolution from the 
Senate for enlarging the custom-house, post of: | 
fice, and court-house, at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
and at Detroit, Michigan, and for the construc- 
tion of a building for the same purposes at Du- 
buque, Iowa, with the amendments of the com- | 
mittee thereto to the first section; and on that |) 
motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Matrreson 
and Warner were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 89, noes 40. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the 
Committee on Commerce, accordingly reported 
back, with an amendment to the first section, 
House joint resolution (No. 17) for enlarging the 
custom-house, post office, and court-house at 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and Detroit, Michigan, 
and for the construction of a building for the same 
purposes at Dubuque, lowa. 

The resolution and amendment were read. The 
amendment proposes in effect to add to the reso- 


OF FICERS— 


lution the following appropriations, with the re- || 


strictions and limitations usual in such cases: | 

Twenty thousand for the enlargement of the | 
custom-house at Toledo, Ohio; $50,000 for a | 
custom-house, post office, and United States court | 
at Ogdensburg, New York; $88,000 for construct- | 
ing a building at Galena, Illinois, for custom- 
house, post office, and United States courts; | 
$3,000 for the enlargement of the custom-house | 
at Ellsworth, Maine; $40,000 for the enlarge- 


ment of the custom-house at Chicago; $95,000 || 


for constructing a building at Nashville, ‘Tennes- | 
see, for custom-house, post office, and United 
States court rooms; $20, for the construction | 
of acustom-house and post office at Perth Amboy, | 


New Jersey; and also a sufficient sum of money || 


for the purchase of sites for the new buildings | 


above mentioned, and for contingent expenses, | 
architects, superintendents, advertising, &c. 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order. The 
original resolution proposes an appropriation for 
custom-houses and post offices at two points. The | 
amendment submitted by the committee proposes 
an appropriation for custom-houses at other points 
than those set forth in the original bil. The 
amendment, therefore, is not germane to the ori- 
ginal proposition, and on that account is not in | 


order. 


Mr. McMULLIN, I rise to present a question | 


of order. This is an appropriation bill, and must 
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be, under the rule, first considered in Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The House has suspended 
the rule which requires bills making appropria- 
tions to be considered in 
Whole. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I stated dis- 


tinctly what my motion was. 


Committee of the | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the motion | 
to the House, that the question submitted was, | 


would the House suspend the rules, that the gen- 


tleman from Illinois might report the bill from the | 


Committee on Commerce, with a view to its being 
considered at this time? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I present the point of order 


that there could be but one motion to suspend the | 


rules at a time. 
rules so as to enable the committee to report the 
bill to the House. The bill is now in the House. 
Then, under the rules of the House—they not 
being suspended any further than to let the bill 
come here, for there cannot be two or three mo- 
tions to suspend the rules at the same time—this 
bill, making appropriations, must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
That is the way we here understood the gentle- 
man’s motion. That was the only motion he 
could make. He could not make a motion to 
suspend the rules for two or three purposes at the 
same time. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair decides against 


| the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. McMuxu1n,] on the ground 


that the question was stated to the House that the 
motion was made for the purpose of allowing the 
gentleman from Illinois to report the bill with 


| the amendments of the Committee on Commerce, 


with a view of their being considered at this time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir, *‘ with the view;’’ 
but then we did not vote, understanding that we 
were voting on a motion to consider. He said 
his purpose was to have it considered now; but 
there was no motion to suspend the rules to keep 


| this bill from going to the Committee of the 
Nor could | 
there be, because there was a motion to suspend | 


Whole on the state of the Union. 


the rules preceding that, which absorbed the 
entire power of the gentleman in moving to sus- 


| perd the rules and of the Speaker in deciding. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. That was distinctly 
embraced within my motion. I stated it dis- 


tinctly to the House and the Chair, and the Chair | 


so stated it. 

The SPEAKER. 
point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair has stated how 
the gentleman from Illinois put his motion, that 
the rules be suspended for the purpose of ena- 
bling the Committee on Commerce to report this 
bill with a view to its consideration. We knew 
it was ** with a view” to its consideration, be- 
cause the gentleman so stated, and that was as 
| near as he could come to makinga motion on that 
| subject. He could not have moved to suspend 
the rules to enable the committee to report, and 
have, at the same time, coupled with ‘het a mo- 
| tion to suspend the rules, so as to evade the neces- 

sity of this bill going to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. That would 
be a double motion, which could not be made. 
| Then, Mr. Speaker, those of us who were op- 
posed to suspending the rules for this latter pur- 
ose could not know that it was necessary to 
fave the rules suspended in that regard, for the 
bill had not been read, and we could not know 
that it contained an appropriation. There were 


The Chair overrules the 


'| gentlemen here who voted to suspend the rules, 


but who might have voted against suspending 
| the rules if they had supposed there was a double 
motion to be submitted to suspend the rules for 
i two purposes. The double motion to suspend 


The motion was to suspend the | 
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the rules could not be submitted; and I present 
the point of order to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
oint of order of the gentleman from Virginia, 
Fur. McMuuuy.] But the first question for the 
House to decide is the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.]} 

Mr. McMULLIN. I shall take an appeal from 
that decision, and will state the grounds on which 
I take the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this 
time. The gentleman from South Carolina will 
have the kindness to state the question of order. 

Mr.ORR. The point of order taken by me 
was this: that this joint resolution was a res- 
olution providing for the erection of custom- 
houses, or increased appropriations for custom- 
houses, at two or three named points, and that 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois not only includes those points, but em- 
braces half-a-dozen or more points not provided 
for in the original bill, and therefore not germane 
to the original proposition before the House. 
The rules were not of course suspended for the 
purpose of considering an amendment which was 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order taken 
by the gentleman from South Carolina would 
perhaps be valid if the amendment submitted were 
an amendment moved by a mere member of the 
House. But the gentleman from South Carolina 
will see that the facts are these: The bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and that 
committee proposes an amendment to it. It is 
competent for the committee to amend the bill by 
increasing the points named in the bill, provided 
that the House had referred those points to the 
committee for consideration. The Chair there- 
fore thinks the amendment is in order. 

Mr. ORR. I must take an appeal from that 
decision. I understand that the decision of the 
Speaker holds that, because this amendment is 
moved by the chairman of a committee from his 
committee, it is in order; whereas it would not 
be in order if it came from an individual member. 





| Now I submit, Mr. Speaker, that a committee of 


this House can, through arecommendation which 
it may make, no more violate the rules of order 
and of parliamentary proceedings than can an 
individual member. 1 know, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is often a difficulty in regard to appropria- 
tion bills from this fact. A committee submits 
their report; itis at once referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
after having been twice read by its title; but if 
the bill were read in the first instance, and excep- 
tign was then taken that these matters were out 
of order, there would be no difficulty in the Chair 
ruling the amendments out of onde which did 
not legitimately appertain to that bill. But after 
the bill had received its second reading, and the 
motion was made to refer it to the committee, 
then it would be too late to make a question of 
order. 

Here I make the question now, that the com- 
mittee has transcended its duties. What sort of 
a bill was it that was sent to that committee? The 
bill or resolution sent to the committee was a 
resolution for enlarging the custom-houses, post 
offices, and court-houses at Milwaukie, Wiscon- 
sin, and Detroit, Michigan, and for the construc- 
tion of a building for the same purpose at Du- 
buque, lowa. Thatis the bill which was referred. 
Now, it was perfectly competent for that com- 
mittee to have submitted any amendment what- 
ever to this bill appertaining to these points. 
Legitimatelyand properly they might have added 
to one, or stricken out another, They might 
have stricken out the appropriation for Dubuque, 
or they might have increased the sums at those 
respective places; but I ask how can it be that this 
committee can be authorized to go beyond the 
provisicns of the bill itself, and insert more ap- 
propriations for different points not contemplated 
in the original proposition? The committee, in 

my humble judgment, can no more do it than a 
member of the House can. 1 see nothing in the 
rules of the House which authorizes a committee 
of the House to violate its rules any more than 
'amember. The amendments proposed by this 
committee are not germane to the bill. It is true 
' they are appropriations for custom-houses; they 
are appropriations for the enlargement of court- 
| houses; but is it, nevertheless, an amendment to 
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this bill? ) 
any portion of this bill, when it goes ¢ ntirely 
Leyond the provisions of the bill? If this report 
is to be sustained, it would be just as competent 
for the committee to have gone on, and made ap- 
propriations for this Capitol, and for every other 
species and description of public work. For 
these reasous I appeal from the decision of the 
Chatr. 

Vir. WASHBURN, of Maine. I may concur 
with the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Orn,] that, if it would not be in order for an indi- 
vidual member of the House to offer this amend- 
ment, it might not be in order for the Committee 
on Commerce to propose it. But I submit that it 
must be manifest to every member of the House, 


that it would be in order for an individual mem- | 


her to offer such an amendment. It is germane; 
it has regard to the same question—-the question 
of building custom-houses. Whenever a bill is 
before the Hlouse providing for the building of a 
single custom-house, it is in order to move to 
amend that bill, by providing an additional ep- 
propriation for building another custom-house; 
and so ithas been ruled in many cases within my 


recollection. I remember when, two or three years | 


ago, the bill providing for the construction of 
custom-houses at Louisville, Pittsburg, and Cin- 


cinnati, was under consideration, amendments | 


providing for the construction of other custom- | 


—at Bath, at Bangor, and at half a dozen 
other places—were offered, and they were re- 
ceived as germane to the original bill. 

Mr. ORR. That was in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and my im- 
pression is that the Chairdecided the amendments 


house 8S 


to be out of order, but was overruled by the | 


committee. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Well, sir, there are other 
precedents. In several instances where 


bills | 


making appropriations of land for railroad pur- | 


have 
amendments have been received. I remember 
where a bill was before the House making a 
grant of lands to the State of Missouri, a gentle- | 
man from Kentucky moved an amendment grant- 
ing other lands for a railroad in the State of Ken- 
tucky. The question of order was raised, and it | 
vas decided by the Speaker that, inasmuch as the 
amendment related to the same subject with the | 
original bill, it was germane, and was admissible. 
During the present session of Congress the same 
question has been raised and decided by the Chair | 


poses 


been under consideration, similar | 


precisely as the Chair has decided this question | 


—that, inasmuch as it related to the same ques- 
tion with the original bill, it was in order; and, 
upon appeal taken, the Chair was sustained. 
Upon the same principle, an amendment making 
an appropriation for a custom-house in one place 
must be in order to a bill making appropriations | 
for a custom-house in another place, 


Mr. McMULLIN. It is obvious that we can- | 


(Can it be said to be an amendment to 


The SPEAKER. It is upon the appeal taken 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., I move to lay the ap- 
peal upon the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Has the gentleman the 
floor to make that motion? I moved that the 
House do now adjourn. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for tellers on 
the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMvctum, 
and Wasusurne of Wisconsin, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 69. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
lay the appeal of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. It is evident that we 
shall not get through with this bill to-day, and I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Before the question is 
put upon that motion, | desire to know what will 
be the position of this bill if the House now ad- 
jJourns: 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
inasmuch as the House has suspended its rules 
for the consideration of this bill, it will come up 
as the business first in order in the morning. 

ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 

Mr. DUNN. 
the House that the bill from the Senate (No. 356) 
to authorize the people of the Territory of Kan- 
sas to form a constitution and State government, 
preparatory to their admission into the Union 
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{ ask the unanimous consent of | 


upon an equal footing with the original States, | 


may be printed. 1 do not propose to ask to take 
up this bill for consideration at this time; at the 
same time I desire that an amendment which I 
have prepared to that bill, and which I propose 


| to offer as a substitute at some future time, may 


not dispose of these two questions of order and |) 


of the bill itself during the present session of the 
House. But, sir, 1 submit that the rules were | 
not suspended by the House in view of the 
amendment which he has reported. I appeal to 
the gentleman from Illinois himaclt, to know if 
he believes that, when the title of the bill only 
was reported, without either the original bill 
itself or the amendment being read, one man in 
twenty could possibly have known the character 
of his amendment which has been forced upon 
the House in this way. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As the gen- 
tleman has appealed to me, I will state to him 
that I stated to the House at the time! made my 
motion to suspend the rules, that I was instructed 
by the Committee on Commerce to report an 
amendment, which I distinctly stated I should 
ask to be considered with the original bill at this 
time, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that | 
the question raised by the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. McMovu.iy} is not pending at this time. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I will forbear from dis- 
cussing the question of order immediately before 
the House, with a view of raising ancepes point 
subsequently, and will now move that the House 
do now adjourn, Before doing so, however, I 
desire to ask if this question will not come up 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
now the immediate question before the House? 


also be printed. 


There being no objection, the order to print | 


was made. 
Mr. HAVEN also presented a substitute for 
the same bill, which he gave notice of his inten- 


. - . | 
tion to offer at some future time, and asked that 


it might be printed. 


No objection being made, it was ordered to be 
J E ’ 
printed. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York, also asked 
leave to have a substitute, which he proposed to 
offer, printed. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, sent up to the 
Clerk’s desk the following resolution; which, by 
unanimous consent, was read for information: 

Whereas, the difficulties existing in the Territory of Kan- 


sas threaten to involve the inhabitants thereof, and the peo- | 


* of the United States, in a civil war which may result 
disastrously to the country; and whereas, the crisis de- 


mands prompt action on the part of Congress, and the con- | 


dition of political parties renders it atleast doubtful whether 
any bill admitting, or providing ‘or the future admission of, 
Kansas into the Union as a State, cum pass the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and become a law, during the | 
present session: Therefore 

Resolved, That a special committee of thirteen members 
be appointed by the Speaker to report a plan for the adjust- 


| mentof said difficulties, and for the restoration of peace and 


good order, embracing the following provisions : 

}. A modification of the act entitled “*An act to organize 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas,” which shall ren- 
der inoperative and void so much thereof as declared the | 
eighth section of the act preparatory to the admission of 
Missouri into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, inopera- | 
tive and void, and also so much thereof as may be construed 


to authorize the people of either of said Territories through | | 


their Legislative Assemblies, or otherwise, either to exclude 


slavery therefrom, or to authorize it therein, otherwise than | | 


in punishment of crime, until, in pursuance of an act of 
Congress, they shall form a constitution, preparutory to 
admission as a State into the Union. | 
2. That no law of Congress, or of either of said Territo- | 
ries, shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen of the | 
United States from testing before the proper judicial tribu- | 
nals the constitutionality of any act of Congress, excluding 


slavery from any ‘l'erritory under the jurisdiction of the || 


General Government. | 

3. That neither of the said Territories of Nebraska or 
Kansas shall be regarded as entitled to admission into the | 
Union as a State, until it shall appear by a census lawfally | 
taken that there is in the Territory making application at | 


7 . || least fifty thousand inhabitants, bona fide residents therein. | 
I desire to ask what is | 


4. That no person shall be entitled to the right of suffrage | 


‘| in either of said Territories who is not a bona fide resident | 


ome July 8, 
thereof, and a citizen of the United States, either natiy 
born or regularly naturalized, in conformity to the », Zs 
Congress; nor shall any law be passed abridging th 
dom of religion. 

©. That no law shall be made or have force or effe 
said Territory which shall require a test oath or o; 
support any act of Congress or other legislative act as 
qualification for any civil office or public trust, or for as : 
employment or profession, or to serve as a juror or eo 
any election, or which shall impose any tax upon, or oo 
dition to, the exercise of the right of suffrage by any qua 
fied voter, or which shall restrain or prohibit the free din 
cussion of any law or subject of legislation i; : 
Territory, or the free expression of opinion thereon by the 
people of said Territory; and that said committee maka 
report as speedily as possible by bill or otherwise, and that 
they have power to submit their report at any time they 
may be prepared. ; 


WITHDRAWAL OF A PAPER, 


On motion of Mr. WARNER, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal, from the files of the 
House, of the papers in the case of William Y 
Hansell. , 

Mr. Cogp’s motion was then agreed to: and 
thereupon (at four o’clock) the House adjourned 
until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


acts of 
€ free 


et in 
Uhis to 


1 the said 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, July 8, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry C. Dean, Chaplain of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have twice 


before given notice that I would, to-day, call up 
for action the report of the select committee to 
investigate into an assault alleged to have been 
committed on Senator Sumner by a member of 
this House. gJt was my purpose to have brought 
the matter before the House this morning, but I 
am informed that the member from South Caro- 
lina is now on his trial before the court of this 
District. 

Mr. KEITT, and other Memners. 
now. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. It is unnecessary to 
postpone the matter on that account. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina is in his seat. 


ILLINOIS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise toa 


question of privilege. Some time ago I gave 
notice that I would yesterday endeavor to call up, 
for the action of the House, the Illinois contested- 
election case of Archer against Allen. I was 
unable to do so yesterday; and, as the matter is 
one of high privilege, concerning the right of a 
member to a seat on this floor, I trust that there 
will be nothing to prevent its immediate determ- 
ination. We are near the close of the first ses- 
sion of the present Congress, and surely it is 
time that this question of right should be dis- 
posed of. | make the motion that the House 
proceed to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The first question before 
the House for consideration is Senate joint reso- 
lution for enlarging the custom-house, post office, 
and court-house, at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and 
at Detroit, Michigan, and for the construction of 
a building for the same purposes at Dubuque, 
Iowa, which yesterday was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce under a suspension of 
the rules. * The House is acting under that sus- 
pension this morning; and, in the opinion of the 
Chair, that part of the law of the House which 
would make areport from the Committee of Elec- 
tion a question of privilege, is also suspended. 


THOMAS GILL. 


Mr. ALLEN. Before proceeding tothe ques- 
tion immediately before the House, [ ask unani- 
mous consent to make a report ona private case. 

Mr. MATTESON objected, but subsequently 
withdrew his objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I trust that 
there will be no other objection to that which my 
colleague requests. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Gill; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, ard, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


Call it up 
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Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask the 
»animous consent of the House for leave to make 
, report. 


"Mr. FLAGLER objected. 
fpNLARGEMENT OF CUSTOM-HOUSES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 

; the consideration of the joint resolution (S. 
No. 17) for enlarging the custom-house, post 

fice, and court-house at Milwaukee, Wiscon- 
en, and at Detroit, Michigan; and for the con- 
struction of a building for the same purposes at 

Dubuque, Iowa. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I present a point of order in 
regard to that joint resolution. The rules were 
suspended yesterday to enable the Committee on 
Commerce to report that bill. The report was 
nade. The action, under the suspension, was 
wwcomplete; and I therefore make the point, 
whether the resolution does not go over to the 
yext suspension day—Monday next—when that 
class of business is in order, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that the 
resolution is the business regularly in order this 
morning, for the reason that the suspension of 
the rules was complete. The point is involved 
in the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. McMuttyy,] and as yet un- 
decided by the Chair. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 suggest to the Chair 
whether, in fact, the suspension was complete, 
for it will be recollected that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] took an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, while I raised a point 
of order on the question of suspension, as not 
being of the character indicated by the Chair, 
neither of which was acted on at the adjourn- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The point raised by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina does not touch the 
question of the suspension of the rules; it touches 
chiefly the power of the Committee on Commerce 
to make a report under certain circumstances. 
The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Virginia is whether, under the rules of the House, 
the resolution, as it makes an appropriation, 
ought not to go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The ques- 
tion of order of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina must be first disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order of the 
gentleman from Alabama, as it relates to priority 
of business, is to be firstconsidered. The Chair 
decides that the rules were suspended, the bill re- 
ceived, and that it is now properly before the 
House. 


The resolution was reported with an amend- 
ment, and the gentleman from South Carolina 
{[Mr. Orr] raises the question of order that it is 
not competent for the Committee on Commerce 
to report an amendment embracing other appro- 
priations of anature differing from those covered 
by the bill itself. The Chair holds that the com- 
mittee had the power to move the amendment, on 
the ground that its provisions are of the same 
general nature as those of the resolution. The 
various propositions for custom-houses, &c., 
were referred by order of the House to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and that committee has the 
power to report them singly orin one bill. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If a committee 
report a bill to give a pension to a particular in- 
dividual, would it be in order, under the rules of 
the House, to amend that bill so as to give pen- 
sions to various other individuals? If we have 
before us a bill for one custom-house, or post 
office, is it in order to amend by adding similar 
provision for every other pence in the United 
States at which either or both may be desired ? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The motion 
to lay the appeal on the table is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The cases stated by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, in the opinion of theChair, || 
are not analogous to the one pending. The Chair | 
will state this as the practice and precedent of the | 
House. It has been the practice at this session, 
received and sustained by unanimous consent, 
that when a committee asked for a clerk, the 
motion could be amended so as to provide clerks | 
for other committees. It has also been decided | 
that when a bill to grant land to States and Ter- || 
ritories, for railroad or other purposes, was up, || 
it was in order to amend by adding grants for || 


like purposes to other States or Territories In- 
deed, the practice has gone as far as this: when 
& proposition was before the House to establish 
a government for a Territory, it has been decided 
to be in order to amend by adding provisions 
relative to the governments of other Territories. 
Such is a precedent of the Thirty-First Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let the Clerk 
read the 55th rule. 

The Clerk read the rule as follows: 

“No motion or proposition, on a subject different from 
that under consideration, shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resolution pending before the House.”’ 


Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Speaker, has the 
building of a court-house at Galena, Illinois, 
where acourt of the United States never was held, 
any relevancy to the construction of a similar 
building at Dubuque, Iowa, or at Detroit, Mich- 
igan ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no difficulty 
in replying, that they relate to the same general 
subject. 

Mr. JONES. Same general subject? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, the same general sub- 
ject. 

Mr. JONES. One is entirely different from 
the other, and the rules exclude the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The case proposed by the 
gentleman from Tennessee does not reach the 
point before the House. Propositions for cus- 
tom-houses, &c., have been referred, by order of 
the House, to the Committee on Commerce, and 
the Chair is of the opinion, that the committee has 
the right to report in one bill the various propo- 
sitions referred to it. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not wish either to embar- 
rass the Speaker, or to consume the time of the 
House; and I will submit only another consider- 
ation, and then leave the subject. When the 


| rules have been suspended to enable a committee 


to report a bill or joint resolution, is it in order to 
move amendments for other and subjects entirely 
different from the original provision ? Perhaps— 
it is highly probable, | have no doubt—if it were 
known that Galena and the other places stated 
were to be embraced in the motion to suspend, the 
motion to suspend the rules would have been 
defeated. Asit was, two votes have changed the 
result. I venture the assertion, that if the amend- 
ment had been stated in connection with the 
motion to suspend the rules, the motion would 
have been voted down. | 

The SPEAKER. It was the privilege of any 
rentleman to have the amendment read in con- 


| nection with the bill. 


Mr. JONES. At the time we did not know that 
there was an amendment. The rules were sus- 
pended jn order to bring in a bill for the enlarge- 
ment of the custom-houses, post offices, &c., at 
Dubuque, Milwaukee, and Detroit. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I stated 
distinctly, at the time I made the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, that the committee had authorized 
me to report an amendment creating additional 
custom-houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the ques- 
tion on suspending the rules for the purpose of 
allowing the Committee on Commerce to report 
a bill with an amendment, and the House sus- 
pended the rules. ‘The bill was read, but no 
member called for the reading of the amendment. 

The Chair decides the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Commerce to be in order. 
From this decision the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] appeals, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Wasusurne] moves to lay the 


| appeal on the table. 


The question was taken on Mr. W AsHBURNE’S 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative, 
yeas 136, nays 49; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 


Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James | 


H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Crawford, Cullen, Oum- 


| back, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
| Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, 


Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoff- 
man, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Hughston, Jewett, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Know!l- 
ton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
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Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peck, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, 
Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, 
Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala 
der C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israci Wash 
burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Williams, W oodrulf, Wood 
worth, and Zollicoffer—136. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Caskie, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Goede, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, Houston, George 
W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Max 
well, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Orr, 
Powell, Quitman, Ruftin, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, Samuet 
A. Smith, William Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Warner, 
Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 


So the appeal was laid on the table, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained as the judg- 
ment of the House. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. THORINGTON said: Mr. Davinson and 
myself have paired off for the remainder of this 
week, neither of us to vote on any political or sec- 
tional question until after that time. Either, when 
present, if he thinks proper, to vote on any local 
question concerning the interests of his district 
or the people thereof. The question now before 
the House being one of those excepted cases, | 
feel at liberty to vote. I therefore vote on this 
que stion—ay. 

Mr. BOYCE stated he had paired off with Mr. 
BURLINGAME. 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that he should decline 
to vote on the question, as he had declined to vote 
yesterday, for the reason that he had paired off 
with Mr. Kunxe until to-morrow. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
mand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. McMuotuuiy] desired to raise a ques- 
tion of order, and the Chair thinks it proper that 
he should have an opportunity to raise it. It 
will be competent, however, for the géntleman 
to raise it after the decision of the House on the 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. But 1 do not want the 
previous question to be sprung upon me at this 
particular stage. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I suppose, as the de- 
mand for the previous question was first made, it 
must be acted on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated tothe 
gentleman from Virginia, that the question on 
the point of order raised by him should be first 
submitted to the House, and the Chair thinks it 
is proper for the gentleman from Virginia to make 
now. 
order, that the rules of the House have not been 
suspended, so as to preclude the necessary refer- 
ence of the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, under the rules. The 
Chair overrules the point of order, on the ground 
that the rules of the House were suspended to 
enable the Committee on Commerce to report the 
bill, and with a view to its being considered at 
the present time—at the session of yesterday; 
and though it may be competent for the House to 
send the bill to the Committee of the Whole, it 
does not go there under the rules, the rules having 
been suspended. 

Mr. McM ULLIN. I certainly shall not tres- 
pass upon the time of the House. My object is 
to see that the rules are strictly adhered to; and 
I will only call the attention of the House to-day 
to the position to which I called its attention yes- 
terday, to wit: That the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Wasusurne] asked a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to report from the Committee 
on Commerce a Senate bill, with an amendment, 
and the gentleman said that his object was to have 
the bill considered at that time. Now, as was 
remarked by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hovston] yesterday, I hold that it was wholly 
incompetent for the gentleman from Illinois to 
ask a suspension of the rules of the House for 
two specific purposes at the same time, to wit: 
first, that the bill should be received by the House; 
and secondly, that, when received, it should be 
put upon its passage in defiance of the express 
rule of the House which requires that it, as well 
as all other appropriation bills, shall go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and there be considered 


I now de- 


The gentleman raises the question of 


meen 


ue 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire to call your attention to | to the amendment which he proposed to the Sen- 
a further view of the question. If it was com- | ate bill. Under the ruling of the Chair, [ hold 


as we are going to take the yeas and nays. Let 
me see if I know what we are voting about, 


- ; “pie The 
petent for the gentleman from Illinois to move a || that my amendment will be perfectly germane. gentleman from Illinois moved to suspend the 
general suspension of the rales for a double pur- || Mr. WASHBURNE declined to withdraw the | rules to enable him to report this bill, and also to 
pose, as he states he did, it would have been || motion. 


suspend so much of the rules as require bills 
making appropriations to go to the Committee of 
vxeen the Whole on the state of the Union. That is 

substantially what his motion was. The ol 


equally competent for the Chair to have enter- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise toa sr 
tained a motion not only for the first purpose of || tion of order. The main question has not 
receiving the bill, and the second purpose of put- || ordered on this bill? 


aa. de aa ject 
ting it upon its passage, but for the third purpose || The SPEAKER, It has not been ordered. of the motion, therefore, was to enable the Hone 
of dispensing with the hour rule, and for the Mr. JONES. Then I ask the Speaker this | to consider it at that time—in the first place to ret 


fourth purpose, thata motion should not be made || question: There was no motion pending yester- | it in out of order, and then to enable the House 
to lay the bill on the table. If the Chair could | day to refer the bill toany committee; how, then, to consider it. That placed it, I take it, in the 
entertain the double motion of the gentleman from | does the bill come up this morning? A suspension position of a bill regularly reported from a com- 
Illinois, the Chair could have entertained a mo- || of the rules to enable the gentleman from Illinois | mittee, containing no appropriation which would 
tion to suspend all the rules, so as to relieve the || to report the bill to the House would give it no || require it to go to the Committee of the Whole 
bill from all the motions liable to be submitted in || advantage whatever over a report made, if that || on the state of the Union. It seems to me that 
reference to it when in possession of the Hlouse. || committee had been called by the Chair, and had | the suspension of the rules does not guard the pjl| 
When the bill is before the House, it is compe- | regularly reported the bill. If the Committee on | from going to the Speaker’s table, or from any 
tent, under the rules of the House, to move to |} Commerce had been called upon yesterday, and | other contingency. Do I understand the Chair 
lay iton the table; and the same rules provide | had regularly reported that bill with its amend- || to decide that the bill, in consequence of the rules 
that no member shall speak for more than an | ment, and no motion had been made to commit, | being suspended, does not go to the Speaker's 
hour. Now, I submit to the Chair, whether, if | and the main question had not been ordered, and | table? 

he could entertain the motion of the gentleman || the House had adjourned, (as in this case,) the | ‘The SPEAKER. For the reason that the 
from Iilinois to suspend the rules for a double || bill would have gone to the Speaker’s table. Now, | rules of the House were suspended in order that 


purpose, he could not have entertained a motion || I want to know how it got lrere this morning? the House should consider the bill, the Chair js 
to suspend the rules for four or five different pur- || The SPEAKER. The Chair entirely concurs | of opinion that the bill retains its place. It is 
poses, so.as to dispense with all the motions 


in opinion with the gentleman from Tennessee, but | not in the position of a bill reported from a com- 

there is this difference between the case supposed || mittee, having no appropriation, because, even 
| by him and that stated by the Chair; that the | in the session of yesterday, the Chair ruled, in 

rules of the House were suspended to enable the || two instances, that it could not be interrupted b 
reason. Whether it was so designed by the gen- gentleman from Illinois to report the bill for its || questions of higher privilege. The Journal of 
tleman from Illinois or not, it was evidently cal- || consideration at that time. he Clerk will read || the House states that the rules of the House were 
culated to deceive, mislead, and impose upon the || the motion as recorded on the Journal. 


which could be submitted in the House with ref- 
erence to the bill? 


jut | objeet to this proceeding fora still further 


suspended that the resolution should be consid- 
House. How, sir? Here was a Senate bill re- Mr. JONES. Yes, but that gives it no advant- || ered. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, having || age over what it would have had if the committee Mr. CLINGMAN. Ihave no right to argue 
for its object appropriations to complete the cus- |; had been regularly called, and had reported it. the question. I merely want to know the point. 
tom-houses, post offices, and court-houses, at || 


a Ce eesht We ee ae The Clerk read from the Journal, as follows: | MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
iree different points. 1¢ Committee, in the con- ‘ 2 ; 7 ASHBURNE re || . xs . 

ites , i apagyren te Aegon ~9 ‘6 Mr. ELLine B. Ww ASHBURNE moved that the rules be || message, in writing, was received from the 
sideration of those specific propositions, come || suspended so as to enable him to report from the Committee Preside f he United S by Sipwer W 
forward here with an amendment to create new || on Commerce the resolution of the Senate (No. 17) for resic hie P the oa States, by SIDNEY WEs- 
post @ices, custom-houses, and court-houses, at || &!!atging the custom-house, post office, and court-house at || STER, his Private Secretary. 


as ae os || Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and at Detroit, Michigan; and for Also, a messave informing the House that he 
some five or six or more different places, at one || the construction of a building for the same purposes at Du- c + 5 ; 


of which, my colleague [Mr. Lerener] says, |) buque, fowa, with an amendment; and to enable the House had ——— a and a joint resolu- 
there is no court now held by law, and it happens || to consider the same, together with the said amendment.” tion, of the following titles: 


to be ata place in the district of the gentleman || Mr. JONES, That, sir, can give the bill no a ae ae ee eee: 
from Illinois. || sort of advantage. [Bilge ae sacspe tell Bien cete atee rattan F » os 

Now, sir, I submit the question to the House, || The SPEAKER. The rules of the House be- || per mrtg eee ee, 
ay, I submit it to the justice and candor of that || ing suspended, so that the bill could be reported saa els of Minacttth: cE: mg 
member himself, whether, if that amendment had || from the committee, and considered at that time, cote s ade Gus: Monanteuh of Gen, United 
been first read to the House, the House would || the bill continues under suspension of the rules a = 


have suspended the rules for the purpose of letting || until disposed of. The House acted on the same | ye eo the ae eee line of 
insuch an extraordinary nae proposition? || principle through tne whole session of last week. ice ee ee = p etait of holding the 
I submit the question to the candor and honesty Mr. JONES. Then the Chair decides against U ey “vt epee ag: vn : — ~ ay ae 
of every member here. | the question which I have submitted ? | a a Conte sm eee ra] 

I said yesterday, Mr. Speaker, thatthe amend- || The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the RAEAEES  Rekonc —_ ae find eee SECOENS 
ment was smuggled into the House. I meant | rules of the House having been suspended so as of Charles = Fa an oe ndian agent at 
nothing offensive by it then, and I mean nothing | that this bill might be considered in the session Detroit, in the State of Michigan; 


ry } a) i iti oy ‘ > 
offensive now. But Lrepeat I was imposed upom || of yesterday, the bill continues under suspension | Ae ans oe ween ovens - a 
I did not know—and [undertake to say that there || of the rules until disposed of. Pla coca ie right to ne eres S In the 
are not a dozen gentlemen here who did know— || Mr. JONES. I appeal from that decision of |) ° Png ig * = 7 oe mci f 
the provisions and features of that amendment || the Chair, although | am quite confident that I | CANE FODOTRNOR: SEANCES SNe gemRIATy 0 
| 


when the House voted to suspend the rules. || will be overruled. the Interior to settle the accounts of Oliver M. 


“« Fair play is a jewel !”” | Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to. || Wozencraft. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to defeat the || lay the appeal on the table. | MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


bill by any improper means, but I mean to say || Mr. JONES. On that motion I call forthe || A message was received from the Senate, by 
that, in my humble judgment, if the facts had been | yeas and nays. Aspury Dickins, Esq., its Secretary, notifying 
known yesterday, the House would not have || Mr, STEPHENS, Will the Speaker state in| the House that it had passed resolutions and acts 
suspended the rules. But, sir, I will not argue || what condition the bill was yesterday evening? of the following titles; in which he was instructed 
this question further. I appeal from the decision || Was the previous question ordered yesterday ? to ask the concurrence of the House: 
of the Chair. | The SPEAKER. The previous question was A resolution (S, No. 26) providing for further 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ido not wish || not ordered yesterday, nor was it called. The | mail service between Charleston, in the State of 
to take up the time of the House with this mat- House adjourned on the question of order raised || South Carolina, and Havana; 


ter. I will simply move to lay the — of the | as to the point whether the bill was properly A resolution (S. No. 27) to authorize the Sec- 
gentleman from Virginia upon the table. reported, and whether, under the rules of the | retary of State and the Secretary of the Interior 


Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman will with- | House, the bill did not go to the Committee of || to settle the claim of William Carey Jones for 
draw that motion. It is crowding the House a | the Whole on the state of the Union? || certain services; 


little too much to cut off all debate, not only on Mr. STEPHENS. There was no motion pend- |, An act (S. No. 300) granting a pension to 


the point of order, but upon the bill. ing to commit the bill? | Mary A. M. Jones; and 


Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman from | The SPEAKER. There was no motion pend- || An act (S. No. 309) for the relief of Brevet 


Virginia argued the question, but I did not take || ing. The rules were suspended, that the House | Brigadier General John B. Walbach, of the 
up any of the time of the Hcuse in replying to | might consider the bill at that time. All the rules 


| United States Army. 
him. | which precluded the consideration were sus- || The Secretary also presented three several mes- 
Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays. ‘| pended. || sages from the banate, to the effect that the Presi- 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers on || dent of the United States having returned to the 


The question was taken; and the motion was | the yeas and nays. | Senate, with his objections thereto, the bills num- 
agreed to. || ‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMctun, | bered 14, 1, and 2, entitled, respectively, ‘‘ An act 
So the appeal from the decision of the Chair | and Crark of Connecticut, were appointed. || to remove obstructions to navigation in the mouth 
was laid on the table, and the decision of the || The House divided; and the tellers reported— || of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass 
Chair sustained as the judgment of the House. || ayes thirty-seven, noes not counted. || and Pass a l’Outre;”’ ** An act making an appro- 
Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois: I now move || So (more than one fifth of the members present || priation for deepening the channel over the St. 


the previous question. _ having voted in favor thereof) the yeas and nays || Clair flats, in the State of Michigan;”’ and ‘An act 
Mr. MAXWELL. I request the gentleman || were ordered, making an appropriation for deepening the chan- 


from I\lineis to withdraw the motion for the pre- Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam not certain whether || nel over the flats of the St. Mary’s river, in the 
yious question, that I may submit an amendment |! I understand the point, and I ask for information, \! State of Michigan;’’ the Senate had proceeded to 
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insider such bills respectively, and had resolved 
that they do each pass, two thirds of the Senate 
qvreeing thereto. 
ENLARGEMENT OF CUSTOM-HOUSES, ETC., 
RESUMED. 


The question was taken on Mr. Wasnusurne’s 


motion; and decided in the affirmative—yeas 120, 
nays 60; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
pennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Butfinton, James H. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Dain- 
rell, Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
p. Hall, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Matteson, 


MeCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, | 


Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israe] Washburn, Watkins, 


Wells, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— | 


120. 


Bennett, Bocock, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Foster, Goode, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Leteber, Lumpkin, Maxwell, MceMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Orr, Packer, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ruffin, Rust, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8. 


Taylor, Trippe, Warner, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. 


Wright, and John V. Wright—60. , 


So the appeal was laid on the table, and the 
decision of the Chair sustained. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before lask 


the previous question upon the bill, I send up to | 


the Clerk’s desk an amendment, to be appended 
to the bill as a third section. 
will be no objection to it, as it is to place certain 
restrictions upon the expenditure of the money 
appropriated in the bill. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That none of the said 
money appropriated for said buildings by this resolution, 
or heretofore appropriated for the purpose mentioned, shall 
be used or applied for the purposes for which they are 
appropriated, unless the same shall be sufficient in each 
case to complete the building in such case fully, and entirely 
accomplish the object for which the appropriation in this 


I presume there | 


resolution is made; and the Secretary of the Treasury is | 


hereby prohibited from using or applying any of the moneys 
aforesaid in any one case, until he shall have made a con- 
tract, with such security as he shall approve, for the com- 
pletion of the entire building and work in such case, ata 
sum not exceeding the sum of money appropriated and 
expended in such case ; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall enter into no contract, either conditional or final, 
which shall involve an expenditure in any one case beyond 
the sums appropriated and remaining unexpended in such 
case ; and, in all eases where such unexpended appropria- 
tion shall be insufficient to complete the entire work in such 
case, the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend all action 
in reJation thereto, and shail report to Congress on the first 
day of the session the condition of the work in such case, 


and shall lay before Congress such plans and estimates as, | 


in his judgment, may be proper for the completion of the 
work. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


vious question. 
Mr. HAVEN. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 


will allow me, I will make a further suggestion 
to him. The amendment he has just proposed 
is a very proper one, if the bill is to be passed, 
which I hope will not be. 
him that the first section of the joint resolution 
is defective; and if the bill is to pass, it will be 


I now demand the pre- | 


Sut I want to inform | 


much improved if he will make the amendment | 


which I now suggest to the first section. The 
first section now provides that no money shall be 
expended under the joint resolution until the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall contract for the 
completion of said building. The effect will be 
that no money can be expended for any of these 
buildings until the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
have contracted for the construction of the build- 
ingat Detroit. It makes them all hinge upon that 
one building. [ would suggest that the proviso 
should be made to read: 


Provided further, That no money shall be paid under the 
first section of this joint resolution. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I will accept the mod- 


ification suggested by the gentleman from New 
York. 
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| point of order to the Chair, that, as this bill pro- 
| poses to do nothing but to appropriate money, as 
| these items are such as are usually included in 


no right to accept the modification. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment having 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
the gentleman from Illinois cannot accept a mod- 
ification, except by general consent. 

Mr. ORR, I object. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to propound | 
uestion to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. HOUSTON. [rise to a question of order. 
This is an appropriation bill, as 1 understand it. 
I ask the Chair if I am correct? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill which appro- 
priates money. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then! present this question 
of order: There is a rule of the House which 
says that no amendment shall be in order to any 
appropriation bill, which is not authorized e 
existing law. Now,I1 submit that the amend- 


i 
| 
| 
| 


a 


| ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce, 


is not for purposes authorized by existing law. | 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read the 81st rule, as follows: 

‘* No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, un 
less in continuation of such public works and objects as 
are already in progress, and for contingencies for carrying 
on the several departments of the Government.”’ 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
this rule has reference to general appropriation 
bills, and not to bills of the character of that 


before the House. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The House has decided 


| very often that internal improvement bills are 


comprehended and included within the term, 
‘* general are bills.’? I am aware that 
the original intention was, that the class of bills 


| included in this rule should be confined to the 


general appropriation bills; but the House has, 
by its construction of the rule, enlarged it so as | 
to include bills making appropriations of money | 
for internal improvements—bills which propose 
nothing else, except to appropriate nroney—such 
as internal improvement bills—river oad harbor 
bills, for instance. It is the settled doctrine, now, 
that these bills are general appropriation bills. 
In that view of the case, and with that con- 
struction of the House before me, I make the | 


our civil and diplomatic appropriation bills, and 
as most of these custom-houses have been con- 
structed with appropriations made in our civil 
and diplomatic bills, and constituting a part of 


| such bills,—I say, in view of these circumstances, 
| I submit that this is to be considered as a gen- | 


eral appropriation bill, and that the amendment | 


| of the gentleman from Illinois is not in order 
| under the 81st rule which has been read. 


The SPEAKER. The 80th rule provides that 


_ ** General appropriation bills shall be in order in 


House has been construed by the House to 


| bill; and I therefore make the point of or 


preference to any other bills of a public nature, | 
unless otherwise ordered by a majority of the 
House.’’ The Chair is of opinion that this is not 
a bill of that character. The 81st rule only relates 
to the class of bills described in the 80th rule, and | 
therefore decides that the rule has no application 
Mr. HOUSTON. But this very rule of the | 
include river and harbor bills. The principle has 
been settled by the House, that the 80th rule in- 
cludes bills of this class. I cannot see, therefore, | 
how a bill of this general character, making ap- 
provriations for buildings in half a dozen differ- 
ent States, can, under that construction, be con- | 
sidered otherwise than asa general ae 
er that, 
as the amendment reported by the Committee on 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


Commerce includes appropriations for works not || 


authorized by law, or in progress of construction, 


| itis net in order. The amendment proposes to 


build one or two new custom-houses; and not | 
only that, but it proposes to build acourt-house, | 
at a point where there has never been one. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can entertain no | 
doubt that the bill is not a general appropriation 


i| bill, and it is not therefore included in the 80th | 


rule. The Chair overrules the point of order. | 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I demand the previous 
uestion. 


Mr. JONES. Wait until the Chair decides the 


Mr. ORR. The gentleman from linois has || 


ti 


E. 
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uestions of order pending. The chairman of the 
Cossiiies on Commerce, who reported this bill, 
| at the same time reported this amendment. Sub- 
| sequently he proposed to amend that amend- 
ment. I understand that he now proposes another 
amendment, at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Haven.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE. [accept the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York as a modifica- 
tion of my proposition. 

Mr. JONES. You cannot accept it as a modi- 
fication, because the bill is not your proposition, 
but the proposition of your committee. The res- 
olution and amendment of the committee are now 
in possession of the House; the gentleman has 
no control of them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated but 
one amendment, and that is the amendment to 

the amendment reported from the Committee on 


~ 


Commerce. 
Mr. JONES. Then the Chair does not enter- 
tain the alleged modification? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been entertained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois whether these appropria- 
tions are recommended by the Secretary oF the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. At the time, the gentleman 
had not the floor to call for the previous question. 
The point of order of the gentleman from Alabama 
was being decided. The Chair now overrules 
that point of order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to know whether 
the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended 
the building of these custom-houses, and the en- 
largement of those already commenced ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, I will state that in every case 
embraced by the amendment, propositions have 
been referred to the Committee on Commerce, or 
they have been introduced in the Senate and acted 
on be that body, and by the Committee on Com- 
merce inthe House. All these propositions have 
been acted on by the Committee on Commerce, 
and they have been recommended unanimously to 
be reported to the House favorably. In nearly 
every case there is a recommendation from the 
Secretary of the Treasury. There was one case 
for which there was no specific recommendation. 

Mr. LETCHER. Which one? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The one for Galena, 
Illinois. 

Mr. LETCHER. That was the point I was 
coming to: whether the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommended the construction of a court-house 
where the United States has no court fixed by 
law? I want to know how it is that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce comes in 
with an amendment to a resolution from the Sen- 

| ate, and asks that this House shall appropriate 
$88,000, to be expended, in part, in puilding a 

| court-house at Galena. Illinois, when there is no 

| Federal court held at that place ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There is before the 

| House a bill reported from the Committee on the 


I called for the previous 


|| Judiciary, that a court be established at Galena, 
| to the bill before the House. 


Illinois. There is a great and paramount neces- 
sity for that court; and it is the duty of Congress 
| not only to establish a court there, but to have 
constructed a building in which the court may be 
held. The bill provides not only for a court- 
room, but a custom-house and post office. 
| Mr. LETCHER. It strike me that it would 
| be well enough for the gentleman, belonging to the 
majority of this House, and who has undertaken 
to reproach other members on this floor for 
extravagance, to get a court established at Ga- 
lena before having constructed a house to hold 
the judge. As I understand it, this court-house, 
| for which this great necessity exists, is to be con- 
structéd in the gentleman’s own district, and at 


|| his own town. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. It is. 

Mr. LETCHER. And he is going to have a 
court-house built, although this Congress or the 
next may not pass a bill to establish a court at 
Galena. So far as [Illinois is concerned, I believe 
there are two judicial districts in that State. 
Several courts are already held there. Why, 

' then, is it, that it is not proposed to build a court- 
house ata point where a court is held, instead 
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! 
of at a point where it is only expected a court 


will be stall he d? 


Mr. WASHBURNE. The United States are 
already building a court-house at Chicago, where 
a court is held. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ulow about Springfield ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Ithinkabuillhas passed, 
or been introduced at this session of Congress, 
for the purpose of building a court-house at that 
place. My colleague from the Springfield dis- 
trict can better answer the gentleman, Of one 
thing Iam certain, he will say that there is a ne- 

cessity for a court-house at Sponges linois. 

Mr. LETCHER. As J understand, the gentle- 
man who re presents the Springfield district [Mr. 
Iannis) has an amendment to attach to this bill; 
hut as the question now stands, he cannot get 
his amendment in, and the result is, that Spring- 
field, being a point for holding the court, cannot 
have acourt-house; and Galena must have one, as 
itis expected some time or other to have a court 
established at that point. 

Mr. [LARRIS, of Hlinois. Lask the gentleman 
to yield to me for a moment? 

Mr, LETCHER,. Certainly. 
ation; itis what I am after. 

Mr. HARRIS. In response to the gentleman’s 
inquiry, [ will state that the courts for the south- 

sern district of Illinois are now held at Springfield. 
Before the State was divided into two judicial dis- 
tricts the courts were held there for some sixteen 
years. There is no court-house there, andI now 
uppeal to my colleague, as a question of fair- 
ness, that he will accept, at the proper time, the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
be ré ad. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment can be re- 
ceived and read only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 1 object. 

Mr. LETCHER,. 1 have the floor, and will 
read the amendment as part of my speech: ‘ For 
the purchase of a site and the erection of asuitable 
building at Springfield, Ilinois, for a court-house, 
custom-house, land-office, and post office for the 
United States, $100,000. ”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Does my colleague accept the 
amendment? 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


I want inform- 


If it were in order, I 





of a post office, and so forth, at Springfield, re- 
ferré d to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. That committee referred the bill to 
me. I had occasion to leave for home early in 
the spring, and handed over the matter to the 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Mace,] with the understanding 
that he would take charge of it in the Post Office 
Committee. I had no doubt that the committee 
would sanction the bill, and authorize him to re- 
portit. But my colleague is mistaken as to the 
fact that the committee ever took any action upon 
it. I will say further, that I was in favor of my 
colleague’s bill. I believed that the committee 


| would authorize it to be reported upon favorably 


would be glad toaccept the amendment. I under- | 


stand that it is not in order to make any further 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the permission of the 
rentieman from Virginia, I will state, in further 
response to his interroyratory, that my colleague 
proposes an ame ndment forthe erection of a court- 
house at Galena, predicated, as he contends, on a 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary in 
favor of the establishment of a court at that point. 
Now, on the same principle, I predicate my 


“amendment on the favorable action of the Com- 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. ‘That 
committee, three months ago, prepared a bill, and 
directed my colleague to report it to this House, 
which he has not done. As a matter of even- 
handed justice, | insist that my amendment be 
inserted in this bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
come in. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, one word further. The 
amendment that I have proposed includes a cus- | 
tom-house at Springfield. It is true there never 
has been a port of entry established there, but 
there may be. It is situated upon a river, and 
steamboats have been as high up as the city, and, 
in the course of human events, it may become a 
portofentry. A cystom-house may thus become 
necessary, and certainly it is as necessary as the 
erection of a court-house at Galena, where a court 
is not now held, and probably never will be. 

Mr. NORTON. wish to say a word to my 
colleague. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
has to say. 
Mr, NORTON. I wish to ask my colleague 
whether, in referring to the action of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, as hav- 
ing passed upon his bill, and directed a colleague 
of his to report it to the House, he alluded to 
me? | 

Mr. HARRIS. Idid. Iso understood from 


information which the gentleman himself com- | 
municated to me. 


miittes 


Tam willing that it shall 


T will hear what my colleague | 


to the House, and I expected that, before I re- 
turned from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee would carry it through the committee, and 
make a favorable report to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of | I wish to request 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] 
now, while he has the floor 

Mr. LETCHER. Stop; I willattend to every- 
thing, if you will just let me alone. 

Mr. KNOX addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to yield the floor to other 
rentlemen, if the House shall consent. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, limagine the House 
will consent. When there isa bill up making 
wholesale appropriations to build houses, the 
House would like to know something about it. 

Now, there is one thing that has leaked out in 
this matter which seemsto me a little remarkable. 
Some half dozen of the committees of this House 
have charge of bills of this character. Here are 
the Committee on Commerce, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. How many others there 
are I do not know; but that number has leaked 
out this morning. Onerecommends.the building 
of a post office, another adds a custom-house, and 
a third mounts a court-house on the top of all; 
and then, what is very remarkable is, that all 
these propositions get into the Committee on 
Commerce, where they are sifted over again, and 
brought into this House. Now, it does seem to 
me that we are going upon this business at rather 
a strong gait. It is well enough to look into it. 

Mr. KNOX. I desire the permission of the 


’ 
ennessec. 





gentleman from Virginia to say a few words. 


Mr. EUSTIS. 
floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 
Chair willenforce the rules, and stop this farming 
out of the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. It does not suit the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, because he tried to come 
in for his share, and could not. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman enforced the 
rule on me, and J ask the Chair to enforce it on 
others. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 

Mr. KNOX. 


I object to this yielding of the 


{ withdraw my objection. 
I have but a single word to say 


in reference to this matter; and inasmuch as the 


Mr. NORTON. ‘Then my colleague is mis- || 


taken 


My colleague had his bill for the erection \| derstood. 


gentleman from Virginia has yielded the floor to 
some of my colleagues, I am obliged to him for 
allowing me to say a word in regard to a measure 


|| in which my constituents have an interest. 


I know that my colleague, [Mr. Wasuburne, | 
who introduced this bill, is very willing to allow 
amendments to be made, but, under the rules of 
the Hlouse, he cannot doit. I trust, therefore, 
that the House will place this billin such a posi- 
tion that I may introduce an amendment. The 
amendment I propose to offer is one making an 
appropriation af $88,000 for the om ya of build- 
ing a custom-house, post office, and court-house 
at the city of Peoria. Now, I have this to say, 
that there is far greater necessity for a court- 
house at Peoriathan thereisatGalena. [Laugh- 
ter.] Peoria has the advantage of the city of 
Springfield. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion of order. 
from Illinois has not had the floor before? 

Several Memsers. No, no. 

Mr. JONES. Well, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will have no right to make another speech. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor, unless the House 
consents that he shall yield it to others. 

Mr. LETCHER. here was consent, I un- 
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I rise to a ques- | 
I would inguire if the gentleman 





July 8, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from . 


nessee now ee 


Mr. ORR. The objection comes too late. 'The 
gentleman from Illinois had proceeded with his 
explanation, and was more than half throuch 
before the gentleman from Tennessee made the 
objection. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand my 
friend from ‘Tennessee as having made objection, 

Mr. KNOX. I was about to say that the city 
of Peoria has the advantage of the city of Spring- 
field, (represented by my colleague, Mr. Harris.) 
for the House, during the present session, have 
made it a port of delivery; and it has also the ad- 
vantage of the city of Galenain regard to haying 
aterm of the courts held there; for certainly much 
more business for the court originates at Peoria 
than at Galena, and I trust this House will author- 
ize special terms to be held at Peoria. I have been 
before the Committee on the Judiciary on two or 
three occasions. I have never been able to get 
that very important committee all together; but | 
think that, if they were all together, they would 
recommend that a term of the court for the north- 
ern district of Illinois should be held at Peoria. 

I say, then, that there is the same reason for 
an appropriation of $88,000 for the city of Peoria, 
for the purpose of building a custom-house, post 
office, (I suspect the postage received at Peoria 
is as large as that received at Galena,) and court- 
house, as there is for an appropriation for Galena; 
and I trust that this House will place this bill in 
such a shape as that I may introduce my amend- 
ment, so as to do justice to my constituents. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no doubt in the world 
that there are at least some half dozen places in 
each one of the thirty-one States, where they 
want a post office or a custom-house or a court- 

| house built, and that, if each gentleman shall be 
gratified, it will be very difficult to tell exactly 
what the charge will be upon the Treasury for 
affording them that gratification. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will give me the floor long enough to 
conclude the explanation which was commenced 
between my colleague and myself. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. ]} 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir, there is no objection 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. He yields it to me, to respond 
to the explanation commenced on my part, and 
responded to by my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. Itcanonly be done by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. [object to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. No gentleman who under- 
stands anything about the case, and who has any 
share of fairness, would object to my having the 
floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that 
' a large portion of the members of the House have 
not been accommodated; that they have not been 
consulted at all in regard to this matter; and in 
order to give everybody an opportunity to con- 
sult with the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, | propose to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
| they can all have a chance. I submit that mo- 
| tion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I want to say a few 
word in reply to what has fallen from the gentle- 

/man from Virginia, and from my colleagues, and 
then to say a few words to the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [rise toa point of order. 
The gentleman from Illinois has had the floor 
once on this bill, and itis not competent for him 
now to occupy the floor, so long as other gentle- 
men desire to speak. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
floor to speak on the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
moved an amendment to the bill, but he did not 

address the House on the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood the gentleman 


I have not had the 


from Illinois to make his explanation--although 
it was a short one—when he reported the bill. 
The SPEAKER. That was by permission of 
the House, while the gentleman from Virginia 
{[Mr. McMvuuury] had possession of the floor. 
| The gentleman from Illinois has not spoken to 
‘| the question before the House of his own right. 
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~ it 


he 
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Mr. WASHBURNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HARRIS, (interrupting.) ‘Will my col- 
jeague give me an opportunity to respond to my 
other colleague ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
the reply be very short. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, 
in response to the answer which my colleague 
from the La Salle district [Mr. Norton] made to 
the points which I advanced to the House in 
reference to the action of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, that I did understand 
from him, in regard to the bill which I introduced 
at the commencement of the session, and which 
was referred to his committee, that the committee 
had instructed him to report that bill. I did un- 
derstand, in the different interviews which I had 
with him in regard to this bill, that the committee 
had instructed him to report in its favor. I did 
understand from him that he was waiting for his 
committee to be called to order that he might 
report it. I did understand him to complain that, 
at the various times when the committees were 
called for reports, the call stopped before it reached 
his committee, and that, therefore, he was not able 
to make a report. I so understood from him 
at various times. He now says in the House 
that the committee have never had the bill under | 
consideration; that it was committed to his charge 
in order that he might inquire into the propriety¢ 
of it, and report to the committee, so as to enable 
them to act upon it. He says now that he never 
did even that—that he never did report to the 
committee, either favorably or unfavorably; that 
they had no action whatever on it; and that I 
totally misapprehended him when he gave me 
information, both as to his own action and the 
action of the committee. 

Now, if that bill was referred to him, that he 
might report on it to the committee, it was his 
duty todo it. It was as much his duty, under 
the action of the committee, to report to them as 
to the propriety of recommending the bill, as it 
would be to report the bill to the House, if the 
committee had instructed him so to do. That is | 
the explanation which I wish to make of this 
matter, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must suggest to 
gentlemen, that it is hardly in order for members 
to allude to proceedings in committee, where no 
report has been made. 

Mr. NORTON. I desire to make a few ob- 
servations. 

Mr. LEITER. 

Mr. NORTON. 
too late. 

The SPEAKER. The objection of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is in time. 

Mr. NORTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw that objection. I will not 
take up much of the time of the House. I only 
want time enough to make an explanation. 

Mr. LEITER. If there be any prospect that 
we will arrive at any conclusion, I have no ob- 
jection to withdrawing my objection at this time; 
but I do object to the floor being farmed out here 
to gentlemen from different localities for such pur- 
pose. 

The SPEAKER. 
general consent. 

Mr. NORTON. Ido not propose to occupy 
more than a few minutes in regard to this ques- 
tion. I would say that I am amazed at any mis- 
understanding between my colleague and myself 
on this question. I[ stated to him in the first place, 
when he spoke to me of this bill being referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, that I was in favor of his bill. I have 
always told him so. 1am in favorofitnow. I 
suggested to him this morning, for the purpose 
of getting his bill before the House, the expedi- 
ency of offering it as an amendment to my col- 
league’s [Mr. Wasnsurne’s] bill, in the hope 
that thus all difficulties might be obviated. It 
was on this floor this morning that I received the | 
first intimation that I ever had, that my colleague, || 
{Mr. Hararis,] or anybody else, ever understood 
from me that this bill had been acted upon by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, or 
that that committee had authorized me, or any- 
body else, to report that bill to the House. I do 
not charge my colleague with undertaking will- 
fully to misrepresent me in this matter. I cannot | 
conceive, however, how he could have been mis- || 


I have no objection, if 


I object. 
I think the objection comes 


That can only be done by 


taken, or how he could possibly have misunder- 
stood me as he seems to have done. 

My colleague did speak to me of this bill once, 
romns twice; and I gave him to understand that 

would be in favor of it. My colleague had it 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and it was referred to me as a sub- 
committee. Iso informed my colleague. I called 
upon him for the necessary information in regard 
to Springfield court-house, post office, and land 
office. IL waited upon bim until he got the evi- 
dence which he was able to bring—and slight it 
was,too. But I believed that the people of Spring- 
field were entitled to the court-house, post office, 
and land office, and I, in good faith, intended to 
have acted upon that belief. But before I could 
»rroduce the necessary evidence to the committee 
| had to leave for my home on important busi- 
ness, and got the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads to take the matter 
into consideration, with the assurance on his 
part that he was in favor of my colleague’s bill, 
and would attend to it, and see that it was re- 
ported to the House; and of this | informed my 
colleague at the time. Since then | have had no 
charge of the bill. 

That is my explanation of this matter. I am 
amazed at my colleague telling me that I had 
informed him I was ready to report the bill. 1 
am amazed that he should tell me that 1 was 
derelict to him. 

One word more on that point. This matter 
of my colleague was referred, as I say, to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. I 
told him I had a general conversation in regard 
to it; that I had talked with some members of the 
committee upon it, and that I thought there was 
a favorable impression in regard to it, and that 
I would be able to carry it through. I believe 
that it can be carried through now; and | trust 
it will be carried through, in justice to the people 
of that section of my State, notwithstanding 
what has fallen from my colleague. I believe 
that the statement made by that gentleman, this 
morning, has been made under a misapprehen- 
sion, because I cannot believe that he would pub- 
licly, before the House, attempt to do me injus- 
tice. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I desire to say one 
word more in answer to my colleague. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I claim the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Just one word more. 

Mr. CARLILE. I object to any further con- 
tinuance of this discussion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw his objection, and allow 
me to finish the explanation I had commenced. 

Mr. CARLILE. Very well; I will withdraw 
my objection. 

The SPEAKER. 


itis not in order to allude to proceedings in a 
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The Chair will remark that | 


committee, which have not been reported to the | 


House. 
Mr. HARRIS. I have no intention of doing 
that. In further continuation of what I before 


said in relation to the bill which I introduced 
into the House near the commencement of the 
session, | wish my colleague [Mr. Norton] to 
understand that, in what I said, I acted on what 
I understood, clearly and distinctly, to have been 
his expressions to me. Upon this point I was 
as well satisfied as I ever was in reference to any 
information I ever received in my life. 

My colleague says I misapprehended what 
he told me. If that be so, he can better under- 
stand what it was that he intended to commu- 
nicate than I can. I know only what I under- 


stood him to say in relation to the point in con- | 


troversy. j 
formation. That is true; and I communicated to 
him such information as I had, which I under- 
stood to be satisfactory to him. 
allel between Illinois and Indiana, which State 
received an appropriation for a similar purpose 


| last year. I represented that Illinois had a larger 
| area, and had a larger amount of business in all 


the different departments for which public build- 


He says he called upon me for in- | 


I drew a par- | 


. . . | 
ings were required to be established, than Indiana; 


'and I understood my colleague, at the time, to 


have been satisfied with the information I then 
presented. 

Mr. NORTON made a reply entirely inaudible 
to the reporter. 


Mr. HARRIS. These explanations which I | 


| considerations. 
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give, render it entirely unnecessary for my col- 
league to become irritated or offended at anything 
which I said. I believed, from the information 
which lL understood him to give me, that the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads had 
acted upon this bill; and I understood him to ex- 
press himself, from the information which 1 com- 
municated to him, to be entirely satisfied of the 
propriety of the bill, : . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope I 
shall get the attention of the House for a few 
minutes upon the subject now before us. I have 
no doubt that, when the House comes to under- 
stand the matter as it really exists, they will find 
no difficulty whatever in their action. Now, sir, 
let us look at the matter for one moment. Here 
is a bill which was sent down to us from the Sen- 
ate, and by the House referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. The same committee also has 
referred to it sundry other bills upon the subject 
of custom-houses. Now, sir, the Committee on 
Commerce have reported nearly every bill relating 
to items contained in this amendment back sep- 
arately, and they have been printed, and with the 
reports in many casesaccompanying them. When 
gentlemen tell us that this bill must be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union because they have had no opportunity 
to consider these various items, I tell them that 
they have, almost without exception, been printed, 
and before the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for weeks and months. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected that I 
moved yesterday to suspend the rules, to take up 
the Senate bill, with an amendment which the 
Committee on Commerce had instructed me to 
offer, the nature of which I stated to the House. 
I stated to the House that I should propose an 
amendment making appropriations for the eree- 
tion of buildings at places other than those con- 
tained in the Senate bill. The Speaker so stated 
the question to the Hlouse; and, upon that state- 
ment, the House suspended the rules, in order 
that the bill might be introduced and acted upon 
immediately. That was the effect of the suspen- 
sion of the rules, as decided by the Speaker, and 
decided by the House, upon appeal from the 
Speaker’s decision. Then, upon the other ques- 
tion—that the bill must go to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, because it 
proposed to appropriate money—the Speaker 
decided that the vote of the House suspending 
the rules took the bill out of Committee of the 
Whole, and out of the operation of the rules re- 
quiring appropriation bills to be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and the decision of the 
Speaker was sustained by the House. 

Now, the bill is before the House, fairly and 
squarely, for their action. And what are the 
objections urged against this bill? We are told 
that the sums proposed to be appropriated are 
extravagant. Why, sir, there has not been a 
custom-house bill reported here for years, so 
moderate in its appropriations. 

Then gentlemen object to this log-rolling sys- 
tem. Does not every gentleman upon this floor 
know that nearly every session these different 
items of appropriation for the same general pur- 
pose are always included in the same bill. At 
the last session they were passed in the same way, 
but I think the bills were never separately con- 
sidered, and reported on as they have been this 
session. They have now been considered sepa- 
rately. This bill, therefore, stands fairer than 
any similar bill that has been passed on any 
former occasion. 

Then, sir, what are the objections? I tell gen- 
tlemen that in nearly every case these appropri- 
ations have been recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. He has said that these build- 
ings are necessary for carrying on the operations 
of the Government. Yet, in this instance, we 
find this excitement gotten up, as I believe, for the 
purpose of killing the bill, for the purpose of 
drawing the House off from the legitimate and 
regular matter before it, to some other extraneous 
I My colleague from the Peoria 
district (I fear for no other purpose than to kill 
the bill) has advocated the reference of this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, where he can havé the opportunity of 
offering his amendment. 

Mr. KNOX. I did not wish to be understood 
as desiring that the bill should be referred to the 
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What I desired was, that the House would vote | 


down the demand for the previous question, and 
place the bill in a position where I could offer my 
amendment. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


} 


The gentleman very | 


well knows that no amendment could be offered | 
to the bill in its present condition; and that, if the 


demand for the previous question is voted down, 
the effect is like that of sending it to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole—to almost certainly defeat the 
bill. My colleague speaks of Peoria. 
sir, [have no wish to disparage the town in which 
he resides, and which he represents 
Mr. KNOX. 
Galena. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 





I trust not. I think 


my colleague has no reason to disparage Galena, | 
Iie has been a candidate for Congress in that | 


district, and he knows that when he was such 
candidate the people of Galena stood up to him 
in a manner worthy his high character. The 
claims of Galena for the appropriation recom- 


Well, | 


Neither did I intend to disparage 


mended by the Committee on Commerce, as a | 


matter of public policy and public justice, cannot 
be successfully contravened. But I have no wish 
to continue this debate. 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole, but 
may now be finally disposed of. 

Ifthe House agree to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, and the resolution and 
amendments are referred to the 
the Whole on the state of the Union, we shall 
have to take it up again, if at all, by a two-thirds 
vote. Lhope that motion will be voted down, 
and that the call for the previous question which 
1 make will be seconded, and the main question 
ordered. 

Mr. MAXWELL. With the consent of the 
House, I will make an inquiry of the Chair. Has 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, for 
a building at Springfield, been entertained ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not, objection being 
made. The only amendments before the House 
are the amendment of the Committee on Com- 


Committee of 


I hope the bill will not 


amendment as a modification of his proposi- 
tion? 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair will modify its | 


' answer to the gentleman from Florida. Inasmuch || 


as the rule of the House enables a member to 


withdraw or modify his amendment before a de- | 
| cision, the Chair thinks that it is in order for the | 
gentleman frem Illinois to modify his amend- | 


ment at this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Then I ask that my 
amendment be read. 
| have read a letter of recommendation from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, sent at an early day 


'of the Senate. While 


to tage it. If l had, [ would have done so. 


‘he SPEAKER. 


read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
read. 

There was no objection; and the amendment 
was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Insert these words : 

The sum of $5,000 in addition to the sum already appro- 
priated for building a custom-house at Pensacola, Florida. 


Mr. MAXWELL. This appropriation was 


|, recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury 


merce, and the amendment to that amendment 


moved by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Is it in order to move any 
further amendment? Or, if the House refuse to 
second the call for the previous question, will it 
be in order to make any further amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will not, for the reason 
that an amendment to an amendment is pending. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Is it competent for the 
gentleman from Illinois to accept, as a modifica- 
tion of his own, the amendment which I sent to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read, several minutes 
azo, but which, by some legerdemain, is lost 
sight of? 

The SPEAKER. 


a motion that the resolution and amendments be 


It is not in order, pending 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union. 

Mr. MAXWELL. 
accept my amendment as a modification of his 
own? 

The SPEAKER. Pending a motion to com- 
mit, the gentleman from Ulinois, in the opinion 
of the Chair, cannot change or modify the amend- 
ment which he has offered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand this to be the 
point presented by my friend from Florida: It is 
true that, as chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, the gentleman from Illinois cannot accept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Florida. 
But lL understand that he has on his own respons- 
ibility moved an amendment to the amendment; 


and I imagine that he can modify that amendment | 


by the acceptance of the proposition suggested 
by the gentleman from Florida. That amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is one which 
he can withdraw. It is offered on his own re- 
sponsibility, and is his own amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment to the 
amendment is moved on the gentleman’s own re- 
sponsibility. Jt is not an amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. While the Chair holds 
that it is competent for the gentleman to modifi 
his amendment, yet it is not clear that that mod- 
ification can be made during the pendency of a 
motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAXWELL, If the motion to commit 
fails, would I then be precluded from appealing 


Cannot the ventleman | 


at an early day of this session. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Illinois to accept it as a modifi- 
cation of his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
order? 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Several Members objected to it. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I hope the gentleman 
from Illinois will yield to me for a moment. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I will, if the gentleman 


It can only be received by 


| question. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I will renew the call 
for the previous question. Mr. Speaker, I did 
not intend to say anything in reference to the 
| amendment offered by the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce; but the question having 


to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce | 
this bill was under con- | 
sideration in this House I had not an opportunity || 


will promise to renew the call for the previous | 


If necessary, I can also | 


There is a call for the pre- || 
vious question, and the amendment can only be 
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-* , | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


| sider the vote by which the bill was so referred 


Let the amendment be || 





July 8, 


to the gentleman from Illinois to accept my Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 


tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bincuay 
and Aiken were appointed. ' 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 95, noes 44. 

Mr. WASHBURNE demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So Mr. Letcuer’s motion prevailed; and the 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
lie upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed.to. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILLS—PRESI- 
DENT’S VETOES. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise toa ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
call up a question of privilege. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to call the attention of 
the House to what I suppose to be a question of 


I desire to 


| superior privilege. Idonot know thatI am right 


Is the amendment in | 


'| they come into the House. 


| been asked, whether the items of the committee’s || 


| connection with one item, in which I have an 
interest. 
nessee. I have ascertained that we are collecting 
at that port a larger revenue than is collected at 
more than one half of the ports of entry or de- 


by the Government. 


ury. It has been recommended by the Commit- 


amendment are recommended by the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, I desire to state a few facts in | 


There is an appropriation for the con- | 
struction of a custom-house at Nashville, Ten- | 


tee on Commerce. A bill proposing to appro- | 
priate, in accordance with the recommendation | 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, money for the | 


building of a custom-house at Nashville, has been 


| be reached for months to come. The Secretary, 
| in his official statement, says that our revenue for 
| the last five years has averaged $36,000 a year. 
| Last year the net revenue collected was $39,000. 


|The revenue collected there is larger than that || 


| collected at Louisville; larger than that collected 
at Pittsburg; larger than that collected at Wheel- 
'ing, Virginia, or Wilmington, North Carolina, 
| or at New Bedford, Massachusetts, or at various 
other places in Massachusetts; larger than that 
collected at twenty-eight different points at which 
custom-houses have been built for years by the 
, Government. We have never before asked for 
a custom-house. Our revenue is large now, and 
it is steadily increasing; and I have no doubt 
that, by the time the custom-house is constructed, 
| it will be double what itis at present. Our city 
| is growing faster than ever before. It is, in my 
judgment, a case deserving the action of Con- 
grees. It has all the recommendations asked for 

y the gentleman from Virginia. I renew the 
call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put, being first 
upon Mr. Lercner’s motion, that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 


| 
| 
| 
| 








| 





about it; but I learn from a communication from 
the Senate, that the bills for the improvement of 
the mouth of the Mississippi river, of the St. Clair 
flats, and of the flats of the St. Mary’s river, are 
returned from the Senate, with the announcement 
that they have been passed over the vetoes of the 
President. I suppose that, under the Constitu- 
tion, they are properly to be considered when 
If that be so, I de- 
sire to make a suggestion in reference to their 
consideration now, or to postponing them toa 
given day next week. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ~I shall object to that mo- 
tion; and I think that, when the Chair and the 
gentleman from New York turn to the Constitu- 
tion, they will find that there is nothing that makes 
this a question of privilege, or requires us to take 
these bills up now. The words of the Constitu- 
tion, according to my recollection, are, that when 
a veto has been sent to the House in which the 
bill originated, it shall proceed to consider it 
again and vote uponit. It does not state when 
the House shall proceed. 1 take it, therefore, 
that these bills do not now come up for considera- 
tion as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. Messages have been received from the 
Senate during the session of to-day, announcing 
to the House that certain bills passed by this 


|| House have been returned to the Senate by the 
| livery at which custom-houses have been built || 
The item for Nashville has || 
been recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- || 


President of the United States, with his objections 
thereto, and that the Senate have proceeded to 
ass these bills—two thirds agreeing thereto. 
The Clerk will read the messages. 

The messages, as substantially stated above, 
were accordingly read by the Clerk. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to remind the 


| Speaker that this very question was discussed in 


in the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 
the Union for months, and probably it will not | 


| that the consideration of the veto message did 





| House. 


the Senate a few years ago, and the Senate de- 
cided (1 believe with regard to these very bills) 


not override all other business. In fact, the veto 
message was given the go-by, and other business 
proceeded with. 

Mr. PECK. I move that this matter be made 
the special order for Tuesday next. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order 
in the present condition of the business of the 
The Clerk will read the clause of the 
Constitution bearing on this subject. 

The clause was read as follows: 


“Arr. 1. Sec.7. Every bill which shall have passed 


| the House of Representatives and the Senate, shall, before 


it become a law, be presented to the President of the United 
States: if he approve he shall sign it; but if not, he shall 
return it, with his objections, to that House in which it 
shall have originated, who shall enter the objections at large 
on their Journal, and proceed to reconsider it. If, after 
such reconsideration, two thirds of that House shall agree 
to pass the bill, it shall be sent, together with the objections, 
to the other House, by which it shall likewise be recon- 
sidered, and if approved by two thirds of that House, it 
shall become a law.” 


The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that the bill, having been returned to this House 
from the Senate, with the objections of the Presi- 
dent, it is a proper subject for consideration, 
under that clause of the Constitution which says 


that the message of the President, with his objec- 
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tions to a bill, being sent to the House in which 
the bill originated, that House shall proceed to | 
a reconsideration of the matter. In this case it 
is somewhat different, inasmuch as the bill ori- | 
vinated in the Senate, and the objections of the | 
President were therefore sent to that body. But | 
the clause of the Constitution just read says, || 
that the bill, being returned to the other House, | 
| 


that House shall likewise reconsider it. Still, it 
is competent for the House to postpone the con- | 
sideration of it until such time as it may think | 
proper. 

Mr. HAVEN. As there are other matters of | 
oressing character in the House, I would move, 
if it meet the approbation of the House, to post- 
pone the consideration of these bills until Thurs- 
day of next week. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Before the gentleman’s 
motion be presented, I desire to say a word. I 
do not know whether this matter comes up in the 
aspect of a point of order, or in what way. But 
it is evident to my mind that the phraseology of 
the Constitution does not bear the construction || 
which the Chair has seen fit to give to it. 

In that portion of the clause of the Constitution | 
referring the subject to the House in which it 
originated, it is said that that House shall pro- 
ceed to reconsider it; and that if, after the recon- 
sideration, two thirds shall agree to pass the bill, 
it shall be sent, together with the President’s | 
objections, to the other Flouse, by which it shall || 
likewise be reconsidered, and if approved, it 
shall become a law, &c. Now, sir, no other 
phraseology could have been used there than that || 
of, ** by which it shall likewise be reconsidered.”’ 
It does not say that the other House shall take 
it up immediately, as a matter having priority 
over other matters in the House. It does not say 
that that House shall arrest its other business || 
and take up that. The word ‘ likewise,’’ on 
which the Speaker’s mind seems to have turned, 
refers to the mode of its reconsideration—that it 
shall likewise be reconsidered, as it was in the 
first House—not immediately. Here it comes | 
up as a proposition, on the same ground of all 
other propositions that come from the Senate to | 
this House. It goes to the Speaker’s table neces- 
sarily, as a communication from the Senate, as 
would a bill from that body; and it takes its | 
place on the table. The word *“ likewise’’ refers 
to the general manner in which it must be recon- | 
sidered; and there is no portion of the phrase- 
ology of this clause of the Constitution—as I 
read it—which compels the House to take up | 
such bill, with the President’s objections, to-day, | 
or to-morrow, or any other day. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. What is the question be- || 
fore the House? I want to listen to the gentle- || 
man’s argument with all respect. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, sir, if the gentleman 
cannot listen without knowing the question be- 
fore the House, I beg the Speaker to communicate | 
it to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama raises a question of order, relating to prior- | 
ity of business. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is the priority of business || 
debatable? If not, I ask that the gentleman be || 
called to order. 1] 





Mr. HOUSTON. You had better call him 
to order yourself. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
complied with. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House pro- || 
hibits debate relating to priority of business; but 
the gentleman from Alabama raised a question of 
order, and was stating the question. The Chair 
has not understood distinctly what the point was. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The point, Mr. Speaker, 
which I was endeavoring to present was, that this 
bill is now on the Speaker’s table, and cannot be | 
taken up unless by the unanimous consent of the | 
House. It is there with the other bills, and can- 
not be reached to-day, or any other day, unless 
py a vote of two thirds of this body. I present 
that point now to the Chair. 

Mr. PECK. One word in relation to the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Alabama. | 
In the construction of this portion of the Consti- || 
tution, we may well have reference to the action | 


I insist on the rules being || 


of the Senate. The Senate has, by its action at | 
numerous times, determined that the prior clause | 
to which this relates, makes it obligatory on that | 
body, on the reception of a vetoed bill “with the ! 


| privilege. 


|| order for 


to a reconsideration. 


Mr. HOUSTON, (in hif’seat.) No 


sir. | 
Mr. PECK. Allow me to get throug To pro- 


ceed ‘‘at once”’—or, in other words, that a ques- 
tion of this character is a question of the highest 
It is incumbent on them, under the 
terms of this provision, to consider the question 
at once, so far as either to act upon it, or to set 
the time when they will enter upon its considera- 
tion. So far, we have the construction of the 
Senate upon this section of the Constitution; and 
reasoning from analogy, the action of this House 


| should be in conformity to the action of the Sen- 


ate in similar cases. But we have more than this: 
a subsequent clause of the Constitution goes on 
to say 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
order upon the gentleman from Michigan. 
question is not debatable. 


The SPEAKER. 





This 


ness, is not debatable. 


Mr. PECK. I was only replying to the remarks 


of the gentleman from Alabama, and I think that, 
if his remarks were in order, mine are. 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
gentleman from Michigan to continue his remarks 
upon the ground he has stated. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I think a prop- 
osition might be made which would put an end 
to all this difficulty in relation to the disposition 
of these bills. I do not suppose anybody wants 
to discuss them, and I hope, therefore, that by 


upon them. 


I must raise a question of | 


The question before the | 
| House, relating, as it does, to priority of busi- 
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objections of the President, to proceed at once || be done at any particular time; and I hold that no 


member would have the right to interrupt the 
ordinary business of the House to call itup, much 
less to take the floor from a member who had 


| obtained it upon a question of privilege for that 


| general consent we shall go on and take the vote | 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the | 


message from the Senate upon the first bill. 

The Clerk read the message from the Senate 
respecting the bill for removing obstructions at 
the mouths of the Mississippi river. 


The SPEAKER. This message having been 


| received from the Senate, with the accompanying 


message from the President of the United States, 


|| the Chair thinks that it is a matter which super- | 


sedes the ordinary business of the House, and | 


must be considered at this time, subject to the 


rules of the House. The Chair places his decision | 


upon the following grounds: If the bill had origin- | 
ated in the House, and had been returned by the || 


President, with his objections, the language of 


| the Constitution would have required the House 


to proceed at once to the consideration of the 
bill, with the objections of the President. 
case before us, however, differs in this: The bill 


| having originated in the Senate, it comes to us 
| from that body, and in a different form. 


The 
duty of the House is prescribed in the seventh 


The | 


section of the Constitution, in this language: ‘If, | 


after such reconsideration, two thirds of that 
House shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent, 


together with the objections, to the other House, | 
by which it shall likewise be considered.’’ The | 
Chair thinks that the proper interpretation of the 


House where the bill originated. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the Chair 
state when this bill was returned by the Presi- 
dent to the Senate, and how long they were in 
reconsidering it? 

The SPEAKER. The indorsement on the bill 
is—‘* May 20, 1856; read and made the special 
ednesday, 21st instant, at one o’clock, 
and ordered to be printed.”’ 

Mr. JONES. And it has been there under 
consideration until yesterday—nearly six weeks. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasusvrn] claimed the floor upon a question of 
privilege. After the floor was assigned to him 
upon that question, the gentleman from New York 
then rose and claimed the floor upon what he 
stated to be a question of higher privilege. Now, 
sir, my point of order is that, although it is 
undoubtedly the right of the House to consider 


|| the message of the Senate, and either to dispose 
| of it or.postpone it at its pleasure, 
| such a question of privilege as woul 


et it is not 
enable the 


_word *‘likewise’’ is, ‘*in like manner,’’ as in the | 


purpose. . 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Maine 
rose to a question of privilege under the rules of 
the House. The gentleman from New York rose 
to a question of privilege based upon the express 
lanruage of the Constitution, which requires that 
the House ‘shall likewise reconsider’’ the bill 
returned by the President. It is the right of this 
House to postpone the consideration of the bill; 
but, in the opinion of the Chair, the Constitution 
requires that the House shall receive the message, 
and that the bill ** shall likewise be reconsidered,’’ 
that is, in like manner as in the House in which 
it originated. 

Mr. MILLSON. Does the Chair rule that 
the gentleman from New York may take the floor 

| from another member to call up the message ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the gentleman from New York had that right, 
inasmuch as a question of privilege, arising under 
the Constitution, is of a higher grade than any 
question of privilege arising under the rules of 
the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. As itis our constitutional 
duty to reconsider this bill, I trust that the House 
will, by common consent, allow the message to 
be taken up, and that the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Haven,] to postpone 
the further consideration of these bills until 
Thursday of next week, will be agreed to, It is 
certainly our constitutional duty to proceed with 
the reconsideration of these bills; and I trust, 

| therefore, that the motion of the gentleman from 
New York will be received without further ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask that a 
precedent, bearing more or less directly upon 
this question, may be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Macuen, their Chief 
Clerk: 

Mr. Sreaxer: The Senate have agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the Senate’s amendment (No. 1) to 
the bill (No. 502) entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending 30th of June, 
1846 ;°? and they insist upon their amendment numbered — 
to the said bill, which the House disagreed to, and aska 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; 
and have appointed Mr. Evans, Mr. Crirrenpen, and Mr. 
BENTON, managers at the conference on their part. 

They have passed the bill (No. 501) entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending on the 30th of June, 1846,” with amendments. 

| ‘They have passed the joint resojution (No. 78) “ to fix 
the time when the act to reduce the rates of postage, to 
limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking privi 
lege, and for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of 
the Post Office Department, (passed at this session,) shall 
go into effect,’ without amendment. 

And I am directed by the Senate to notify this House of 
the following proceeding in that body, namely : 


In Senate or THE Untrep States, March 3, 1845. 
The President of the United States having returned to 
the Senate the bill (No. 66) entitled “ An act relating to 
| revenue cutters and steamers,” with his objections to the 


|| same, the Senate proceeded to reconsider the bill: and 


} 
| 
' 
| 
| 
} 
| 


| Resolved, That the bill do pass, two thirds of the Senate 
agreeing thereto. 
Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, 
Secretary. 
|| The Senate have concurred in the resolution of the 
|| House of Representatives suspending the 16th joint rule, 
| so far as relates to the bill (H. R. No. 649) for the sale of 
| Arabian horses. 

|| And then he withdrew. 

| ‘The House proceeded to the consideration of so much of 
| the said message from the Senate as relates to the recon- 
|| sideration of the said bill (No. 66) entitled “ An act relating 
|| to revenue cutters and steamers.” 
| And the question, ** Will the House, on reconsideration, 
agree to pass the same ?’? was stated. 
| And, after debate, 
| The previous question was moved by Mr. Bayty, and 
|| seconded; and the main question was ordered, and put, 
|| namely, ‘* Will the House, on reconsideration, agree to 
pass the said bill?’? which was determined in the mode 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States ; 
|| When there appeared—For passing the bill, 127; against 
|| it, 30. 

|| Mr. HOUSTON. The great distinetion be- 
|| tween that case and this is, that the Journal does 


'| not show that on that occasion any member made 





gentleman formally to take the floor from another || objection. On the contrary it was a unanimous 
member who had already obtained it upon a ques- || vote, overruling the veto message of the Presi- 


tion of privilege. Although the Constitution oon 
require (as I believe it does) that the House shall 


'| dent. Here the point is presented to the Chair, 


_ and the Speaker knows very well that where the 


consider and vote upon this bill, or postpone it || point is not raised, where no objection is made, 
at its pleasure, yet it does not require that it shall '' that case does not come before the House with 
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any degree of force. It was a matter of unani- 
mous consent; no objection was taken; and there- 
fore itis nota pre cedent that ought either to in- 
fluence the Chair or the House. The point is 
directly raised before the House, and the Chair’s 
decision ought to be regardless of the case just 
read by the Clerk. 
Mr. HAVEN. 


— anne _ - A 


In that case the thing was so 


obviously right that no member thought to ob-,| 


ect. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; the reconsideration 
o obviously right, that it was carried almost 
ul inimously. 

‘The SPEAKER. The precedent cited shows 
the practice of the House. The Journal does 
not show that it was by the unanimous consent 
Llouse. 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
any objection. 

The SPEAKER. Itshows what was the usual 
practice of the House. ‘The Chair bases his de- 
cision on precedent, and on the Constitution. The 
question 1s, ** Will the House, on a reconsidera- 
tion of a bill to remove obstructions to navigation 


wis 


of the 
It does not show there was 


inthe mouth of the Mississippi river at the South- | 
west Pass and Pass 41’Outre, agree to its pas- 


rar 


Mr. HAVEN. I move to postpone the further 


consideration of the question until ‘Thursday of 


next weck. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 


tleman will withdraw the motion to postpone. I 


do not presume anybody is desirous of discussing | 
the question, and we may as well dispose of the | 


quesuion now as at any future time, 


Mr. HAVEN. Lhave made the motion to post- 


pone after consultation with members In various 
parts of the Hall. It was thought proper to put 
off its consideration to another day. Ido not 
desire to discuss the merits of the question. 

Mr.ORR. Would a call for the previous ques- 
tion cut off the motion to postpone, and bring the 
Hlouse to adirect vote on the proposition pending? 

The SPEAKER. = It would. 

Mr. ORR. I do not see that any good can re- 


sult from the postponement of the further consid- | 


eration of the question, or from its discussion at 


thistime: and I therefore call for the previous ques- | 
If a majority are in favor of voting on the | 


tion, 
question now, they can sustain the call for the 
revious que suon, 

Mr. QUITMAN. TLhope the gentleman from 
South Carolina will withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question. ‘To act thus hurriedly in the 
matter savors of disrespect to the President’s ob- 
jections, and to our own constitutional obliga- 
tions, 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays are 
ordered to be ealled by the Constitution. The 


question is, ** Will the House, on a reconsidera- 


uuon of the bill, agree to its passage ?’’ 

Mr. MILLSON. Are not the objections of 
the President required to be read by the Consti- 
tution? 

The SPEAKER. 
sLItutLLON 18; 

‘It, after 
shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent, together with 
ihe objections to the other House, by which it shall likewise 
be reconsidered, and if approved by two thirds of that House, 
it shall become a law.”* 


Ordinarily, it would be competent for the House 
to order the message to be read, but the main 
guestion has been ordered, which precludes all 
debate, and the Chair holds that the reading of 
the message would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. HAVEN. Does the Chair decide that the 
previous question cuts off the motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. It does, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I call for the reading of 
the President’s veto message. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 


The language of the Con- 


ing been ordered, it is not competent for the gen- | 


ileman to have the message read. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I most respectfull 
the Chair to reconsider that decision, 
member is called to vote on a bill that has been 
vetoed, he surely has the right to have read the 
pag of the President’s veto message. 
as 


agree to its passage?’ 


Debate can only proceed by | 


such reconsideration, two thirds of that House | 


ask | 
hen a) 


Tam | 
ed to withdraw my demand to have the paper |, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. What is the 
question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER, “Whe reconsideration of the 
bill vetoed #@# The previous question has been or- 
dered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And I object to further 


debate. If the message be read, I insist thatsome 


| one on the other side be heard. 


The SPEAKER. The House is not called to 
act on the message of the President, but on the 
bill. No message has been sent to this House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Does not the Constitu- 
tion require the messages to be communicated to 
this House? 

The SPEAKER. 
cated to this House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the House 
to dispose of the matter as it chooses. The pre- 
vious question is ordered; and debate and the 
reading of papers are precluded. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will not persist in my 
right. I yield the point, knowing, however, | 
yield what is my right. 

Mr. KENNETT moved that the House do 
adjourn; which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it in order to move 
that there be a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. QUITMAN. The Chair states the ques- 
tion to be ** Will the House, on reconsideration of 
the bill, agree to its passage?’’ Is not the proper 
question ** Shall the bill pass, notwithstanding the 
objections of the President?’’ If so, I call for the 
reading of those objections. 

The SPEAKER. The form in which the ques- 
tion is submitted to the House, according to the 
established usage and practice of the House, is, 


‘* Will the House, on reconsideration of the bill, 
’ 


They have been communi- 


Then they must be read 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
143, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chafiee, 
Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durtee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 


} ton, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 


Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purvi- 


ance, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, | 


Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, 
Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Ty- 
son, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 


Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, Woodruff, | 


Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—143. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. | 
Bennett, Bocock, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 


Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
Faulkner, Foster, Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Hickman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, 


McQueen, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Powell, | 


Ratlin, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 


Stewart, Taibett, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Whecler,Wins- ; 


low, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—55. 


So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the || 


bill was passed. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. FLORENCE said: I feel it my duty to 


say that I have paired off with my colleague, Mr. | 


KunkeL; and as I have had no opportunity of 


consulting him, or of knowing his views upon | 


this question, I decline to vote. 


The House next proceeded to consider the | 


vetoed bill making an appropriation for deepening 
the channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State of 
Michigan. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
upon that bill. 

Mr. MILLSON, 
require the reading of the President’s objections. 

he SPEAKER. The question for the House 

to determine is, will the House, upon reconsider- 
ation of the bill, agree to its passage ? 


I move the previous question 


Mr. MILLSON, Before that question 1s taken, | 
read. 1 ask the Chair to reconsider his decision. || I submit that the Constitution requires that the | 


Before that motion is put, I | 
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President’s objections to the bill should be known 
| to the House. That is the very object of sending 
them to the House—that they may be known to 
the Hlouse. Before the House proceeds to recon- 
| sider, they must know the President’s reasons for 
the veto. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the call of the gen- 
| tleman from New York for the previous ques- 

tion, the President’s message can be read only by 
} unanimous consent. 
Mr. FLAGLER, I object. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wantthe Speaker to decide 
| the question, that it may be entered on the record. 
I raise the point, that by the Constitution the 
President’s objections are required to be sent to 
the House in which the bill originated. The 
Constitution requires that House to weigh the 
objections before it proceeds to reconsider the bill. 
If they pass the bill, the President’s objections 
notwithstanding, the Constitution then requires 
that the bill, together with the objections of the 
| President—not the paper containing the objec- 
| tions, but the objections themselves—shall be 
communicated to the other House, which shall 
likewise reconsider its action. They must know 
| the President’s reasons for objecting to the bill 
before they can reconsider; and | say that that 
being the requirement of the Constitution—the 
reading of the President’s objections—the knowl- 
edge of the President’s objections is imperative, 
and cannot be dispensed with, even by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hope the House will unani- 
mously consent that the message shall be read. 
It is very brief. 

Mr. ORR. I was about to make the same sug- 
gestion. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia persists 
in having the message read, it will take a shorter 


| time to read it than to dispose of the question of 


order. 

Mr. PECK. Ishall object to the reading of 
the message, unless the House will hear a reply 
to it of the same length. 

Several Mempers urged Mr. Peck to withdraw 
the objection. 

Mr. PECK. I will withdraw it, at the request 
of members around me. 

The message was then read, and is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I return herewith to the Senate, in which it originated, 
a bill entitled “An act making an appropriation for deepen- 
ing the channel over the St. Clair flats, in the State of 
Michigan,’’ and submit it for reconsideration, because itis, 
in my judgment, liable to the objections to the prosecution 
of internal improvements by the General Government, 
which have already been presented by me in previous 
communications to Congress. 

In considering this bill under the restriction that the 
power of Congress to construct a work of internal improve- 
ment is limited to cases in which the work is manifestly 
needful and proper for the execution of some one or more 
of the powers expressly delegated to the General Govern- 
ment, I have not been able to find for the proposed expend- 
| iture any such relation, unless it be to the power to provide 
for the common defense, and to maintain an army and 
navy. Buta careful examination of the subject, with the 
aid of information officially received since my last annual 
message Was communicated to Congress, has convinced 
me that the expenditure of the sum proposed would serve 
no valuable purpose, as contributing to the common defense, 
because all which could be effected by it would be to afford 
a channelof twelve feet depth, and of so temporary a 
character, that, unless the work was done iminediately be- 
fore the necessity for its use should arise, it could not be 
relied on for the vessels of even the small draft the passage 
of which it would permit. 

Under existing circumstances, therefore, it cannot be 
considered as a necessary means for the common defense, 
and is stibject to those objections which apply to other 
works designed to facilitate commerce and contribute to 


| the convenience and local prosperity of those more imme- 


diately concerned—an object not to be constitutionally and 
justly attained by the taxation of the people of the whole 
country. 
FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
WasuineTon, May 19, 1856. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 4 

The question was then taken, * Vill the House, 
on reconsideration, agree to the passage of the 
bill??? and there were—yeas 139, nays 55; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. 
Campbell, John P.Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chatfiee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert 





B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
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Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, 
Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 


Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, | 


Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, 
Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, El!ihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Williams, Woodruff, and Woodworth— 
139. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
3ocock, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, 
Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Powell, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Ruffin, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—55. 


So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
bill was passed. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FOSTER stated that he had paired off on 


this question with Mr. Waker. 


Mr. HOWARD said: I have paired off with | 


Mr. Otiver, of Missouri, but he has very cour- 
teously consented that I shall vote on this ques- 
tion, as it is one in which my immediate constit- 
uents are interested. I vote ‘ ay.”’ 


Mr. FLORENCE said: The same reason pre- 


vents me from voting on this question that pre- 
vented me from voting on the other. 

The House next proceeded to consider the 
vetoed bill making an appropriation for deepen- 
ing the channel over the flats of the St. Mary’s 
river, in the State of Michigan. 

The President’s message vetoing the bill was 
read. 

Mr. HAVEN. This is a bill which is caleu- 
lated ultimately to connect the great chain of 
lakes with the Mississippi river. I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I appeal to the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question. I wish to give the opposite side 
of the House an opportunity to have acall of the 
House to fetch in the Democratic party. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, which was: ‘* Will 
the House, on reconsideration, agree to the pas- 
sage of the bill?’’ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
136, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry || 
singham, Bishop, Bliss, | 


Bennett, 
Bowie, 


Benson, Billinghurst, 


Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James 


H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chatfee, | 


Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, 


Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, | 


Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 


Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, Henry | 


M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Green- 


wood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. || 
Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, | 


Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 


ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, | 


Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 


Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, | 


Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—136. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley 8S. Bennett, 
Bocock, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Crawford, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, 
Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miiler, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ruffin, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Wins- 
low, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—54. 


So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the bill was passed. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: As these bills are pre- 
sented separately for the action of the House, 
and as I fear that my position might be misun- 


derstood, I desire to say, that the same reason | 


which prompted me not to vote on the other bills 
also prevents me voting on this. I would say 


TH 


further, that if the vote had to be had to-morrow, 
when my colleague will be back, | would have 
been glad to vote, and to be at liberty to explain 
my vote. ’ 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. How would you 
have voted? That’s the question. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am not bound to state 
how [ should have voted. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of War 
in reply to a resolution of the House of the 25th 
ultimo, on the subject of Indian hostilities in 
Oregon and Washington Territories; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
| communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury, asking for an appropriation for the purchase 

of certain stores in the city of New York for rev- 
enue purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 


say to the House that the first time the House 
| goes into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, after Wednesday of next week, | 
shall move to pass over all other bills for the pur- 
pose of taking up the river and harbor appropri- 
ation bill. 
Mr. LETCHER. Thatisa very good motion. 
You have got all the Whigs and half the Demo- 
crats with you, and so you are sure to carry it. 


| [Laughter.] 
REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask consent to 


present some reports from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. There are various memo- 
| rials that have been sent to that committee, which 
ought to be referred to other committees. Here, 
first, is a bill of the Senate (No. 269) for the relief 
of John Hastings, collector of the port of Pitts- 
burg. [am instructed by the committee to ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
|and that it be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 
It was so ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL also returned various me- 
morials that had been improperly referred to the 
| Committee of Ways and Means; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the memorial 
of the Mayor of Georgetown, praying for the refunding of 
advances of money towards the Little Falls bridge, and 
that the same be reterred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On like motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the memorial 
of certain public employés asking for the benefits of bills 
passed August 31, 1852, and April 22, 1854, giving an addi- 
| tion of twenty per cent. to certain salaries ; and that the 
memorial be laid on the table and printed. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now, Mr. Speaker, ask 
to take from the Speaker’s table the consular bill 
which has been there since the action of the Sen- 
|| ate upon it, some month or two; I wish to have 
|| it finally disposed of. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. 
eral consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Wecan go tothe Speaker’s 
| table in the morning, and take up all these bills. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thanking the House, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and a ae (ata 
quarter past four o’clock, p. m.) the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


| i itech 


I object. 
It is in order only by gren- 


| 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, July 8, 1856. 


' the House of Representatives. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
DISTRICT ARMORY. 


li Senate a message from the President of the 


| Prayer by Rev. Danrex Waipo, Chaplain of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
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United States, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in answer to a res- 
olution of the 6th instant, respecting the location 
of the District armory upon the Mall, in this 
city. 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the reading of the 
dvcument be dispensed with, and that the mes- 
sage and accompanying papers be laid on the 
table and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire whether the 
order for printing includes the maps? I under- 
stand that one or two drawings accompany the 
report. 

Mr. YULEE. Iwas about to make a motion 
in respect to the maps. There are some maps 
accompanying the report, but I doubt whether it 
will be desirable to print all of them, or, perhaps, 
any part of them; and I therefore move that the 
question of printing the maps be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the maps 
printed. ‘The Senate will find, I think, that they 
are important. They relate to the original plan 
of the public grounds by Washington, and show 
the encroachments that have been made on them 
since. This will be valuable for future reference. 

Mr. YULEE. I have no objection, if that is 
the wish of the Senate. Iam inclined to think, 
however, that the question of printing must go to 
the committee under the rules. 

Mr. STUART. Not necessarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
of printing the usual number does not go to the 
Committee on Printing. Is it understood that 
the order to print shall cover the maps? 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the maps will be in- 
cluded. 

Mr. JOHNSON. When there is an engraving 


| connected with a document, I think it should go 


to the Committee on Printing. ‘There is no ne- 
cessity for referring the motion to print the usual 
number of the document; but the engraving is a 
very expensive business, and, unless there is a 
real necessity for engraving these maps, I shall 
certainly object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senate 
may order the usual number to be printed, in- 
cluding the maps; but the Chair will put the 
question on referring the motion to print, if that 
motion is made. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The map is here for the 
inspection of the Senate. I understand it is merely 
an exhibit of the grounds on which it is proposed 
to build an armory in this eity. It can be in- 
spected by every member of the Senate. It will 
cost a great deal to print it, though you may not 
desire half-a-dozen copies for the use of the Senate. 
| imagine that it will searcely ever be examined 
outside of the body, and to print it will cost a 
considerable amount of money. Of course, I 
make no objection to the printing of the docu- 
ment, with the exegption of the engraving. 

Mr. YULEE. I think the question of printing 
the maps had better be referred to the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. I sbould like to understand, 
before the order to print the maps be made, 
whether it is expected that we are to delay the 
consideration of the subject until the printed maps 
shall be returned; for, if that be the case, I shall 
be compelled to object to it? I have been trying 
for two or three months to get this subject before 
the Senate, and have been constantly delayed for 
the want of this report. If we must wait until 


| these maps are engraved and printed, and sent 
| here, the end of the session unquestionably will 


arrive before we ever get the papers returned. 
By that time the armory, to which all these 
papers refer, will be built, and there will be an 
end to the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is evident that it will take 
considerable time to execute the engraving of 
these maps. If we are not to defer the consid- 
eration of the subjeet-matter to which they re- 


| late until we get the engraved maps, what is the 


use of having them printed? If it is in my power 
I should like to amend the motion to print the 
document and maps so as to strike out the print- 
ing of the maps. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I presume that this 
communication is ananswertoaresolution which 
I had the honor to introduce to the Senate some 
weeks since? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 
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Mr. FITZPATRICK. What is the motion 
now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
understood the Senator from Florida to move the 
printing of the report, not including the maps. 
The question now is on referring the question of 
printing the maps to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I understand that 
erhaps the two small maps, which I hold in my 
coon are all that are necessary to be printed to 


enable us to comprehend the report, and it wil! | 


take but a short tame to print them. The ques- 
tion in regard to the armory is one of some im- 
portance. I have not yet had time to look into it. 
On a former oceasion, when the subject was 
under consideration, there seemed to be a want 


of information in reference to matters connected | 


with the plan of this city; and one object which | 
I had in view in submitting the resolution was, | 
to elicit all the information that could be obtained | 


so as to enable the Senate to judge accurately of 


The Chair || 


ator from Mississippi has said. The proposition 
to print these maps seems to me to be as unrea- 
sonable a thing as could be presented. It will of 


| course create delay in the consideration of the 


subject. The engraving and printing of the maps 
must necessarily be done according to law. If 
it is done according to law, it must take time, 


|, and the work must be regularly advertised and 


let. It must go through the whole form and 
cess usual in such cases. We cannot get itdone 
in any other way according to law, and when 
it will be done it is very difficult to tell. I ask 


ro- 


'any one to tell me now if itis possible for you 


| let will be finished ? 


all the facts in connection with this armory, and || 
the effect of its proposed location on the public | 


grounds. ‘These are the only maps which it is 
important, as I am told by gentlemen who have 
looked at them. As I came in, while the ques- 
tion was pending, | have not had time to exam- 
ine them; but [ really think that the printing of 
these maps will not delay the action of the Sen- 


ate upon the subject. ‘They are very essential to | 


the understanding of the plan of the city, its par- 
ticular locality, and streets. 
from Arkansas will not insist on the motion to 
exclude the printing of these maps to which I 
have alluded. IL do not know what others are 
connected with the report. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him fora moment. I think that this 
difficulty may be arranged by referring the ques- 
tion of the printing and engraving of the maps to 
the Committee on Printing. They can report 


to mention any particular time when the work 
will be finished, or when similar work already 
We are now at nearly the 
end of the session. The selection of the grounds 
for the armory has already been made. T under- 


stand that its location isobjected to, but I believe | 


those interested have gone on to some extent in 
providing for the erection of the armory at that 
point. 
not Ido not know; but it can be easily ascertained. 
If you allow the subject to lie over until these 


maps are finished, the end of the session must 


come,and then the judgment of the Executive, 
whatever it may be, will be carried out, at least 


| to such an extent that it will be foolish, if not 


1 trust my friend || 


impossible, to change it, and the appeal which 
has been made here against the action of the Ex- 
ecutive will be lost by the delay. 

Now, in reference to these maps, what are 
they for if not for the inspection of Senators? 


They are for the inspection of Senatorsand nobody || 
| else. 
which accompany this report, and which are | 
now held in the hands of the Senator from Ala- | 


Are we so numerous a body that the maps 


bama, cannot be examined by us? If any Sen- 
ator desires to inform himself in regard to them, 


| he ean do so by looking atthe maps on our table. 


to-morrow in favor of the printing of such as they || 


think should be printed. It is impossible for the 
Senate to determine whether these maps shall be 
printed or not without an inspection, and that is 
impracticable. But the committee can inspect 
them, and can report to us to-morrow which maps 
it is necessary to print. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am satisfied that 


these — are the most important part of the | 


report. Without them, I should really think that 
the report was not worth much, for the maps 
contain the most essential information desired. 
Mr. BROWN. I wish to inquire of my friend 
from Alabama whether it is the expectation that 


action on the question shall be delayed until the | 


printed maps are returned ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I presume £0; but that 
is for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. BROWN. 
not be able to get the question before us during 
this session. We know the delay which neces- 
sarily attends the engraving.of maps. Itis not 
a work that can be done like a mere ordinary job 
of printing, which, in a well-established office, 
may be dispatched in a few hours. Some one 
must be employed to do this work; it takes time 
to do it; and it we wait for it, we shall delay the 
consideration of the question perhaps for several 
months—-I think almost certainly until the next 
session of Congress. I am unwilling that that 
shall bedone. This isa simple question, whether 


the armory shall stand on one spot of ground, or | 


shall be taken somewhere else; and, upon my 


word, I have never seen the least necessity for any | 
Any Senator can walk in | 


map in regard to it. 


If that be the case, we shall | 





| 


| 
| 


| 


five minutes to the place where the armory is | 


being built, and judge for himself whether it is 
the proper location for it. If he thinks it is, he 
can vote against removing it. He will certainly 
understand more of the question by looking at 
the grounds than by maps. 


If this were a matter | 


relating to a locality in California, or Oregon, or | 
some other remote country, | could see some sort | 


of necessity for having maps; but to have a map 
to show where a building stands which is within 


three hundred yards of the Capitol—it may be a | 
little over three hundred, but it certainly is not || 
six hundred yards—does seem to me to be wholly | 


unnecessary for any practical result. I think the 


Senators who are not satisfied with them—and 
several there may be for aught I know—as it is 


| not far, I think not more than three hundred 


| yards from this Capitol, may go and view the || 


ground on which the armory is proposed to be 


erected. 


The subject-matter is before us under these | 
If the object be to defer and de- | 


circumstances. ) 
feat the action of the Senate by interposing a 


delay of this character, let these maps be printed | 
and engraved; for I think that will accomplish 


the object. I do not believe, as a member of the 
Committee on Printing and Engraving of this 


| body, that these maps can be finished soon 


| the maps, because they are here, and can be ex- | 


enough to allow us a reasonable and fair oppor- 
tunity of considering the subject. It is a very 
small one in itself, and I imagine that it will 
consume no great amount of time to take up the 
subject and dispose of it. 
length of time which must be consumed in the 
engraving of these maps will be destructive of 
the ends which we have in view. 

If the object be to obtain light in reference to 
future action, there is no necessity for printing 


/amined. The document itself can be printed, and 





|| ress this armor 
better way of settling the question in the minds | 


be here to-morrow morning, if necessary, with- 
out the maps; but the plats furnished by the 
Department are on the table, and can be inspected 
by any Senator. The grounds are in the neigh- 
borhood, and can be seen by every one. What 
more can be desired, unless the object is delay, 
with a view to the defeat of the purpose of the 
protestants against this location ? ‘his body 


may concur in the selection made by the Execu- 


tive—1 do not know about. that—but at least we 


should be left free to act, and no interposition | 
should be allowed which will defeat the exercise | 


of that power on our part. 

Mr. HALE. I made the motion to print the 
maps; but if it is to have any such effect as is 
suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, I shall 
certainly withdraw it. I made it, thinking that 
it would be important for the Senate to have be- 
fore them the information which I understood 
was contained in these maps—the original plan 
of the public grounds, as designed by Washing- 
ton, and the encroachments which have been 
made on them. I do not care what state of prog- 
may be in, 1 shall vote for 


/ removing it; and I should be very glad if there 


of Senators would be to goand inspect the ground || could be included in the vote by which we re- 
move this building, a proposition to remove the 
Smithsonian Institution from the grounds—every 


itself, instead of inspecting a map, 
Mr. JOHNSON. I concur wit 


what the Sen- 


Whether the location is a proper one or | 


I believe that the | 
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brick of it—because I think it is a nuisance, and 
mars the beauty of the Mall. But, if it is to 
have any such effect as the Senator from Arkan- 


| sas suggests, I will withdraw my motion and let 
| it go. 


ir. FITZPATRICK. I hardly suppose that 

the Senator from Mississippi, and the Senator 
from Arkansas, meant to impute to me the motiye 
of desiring delay. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not impute to m 
friend from Alabama anything of that sort. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam sure of that, | 
do not know a party who will be affected by this 
question. I have never thought it necessary to 


| walk to the grounds and ascertain the particular 


| locality. M 


simple object was, as this report 
was prepare with great care, and there seemed 


| to be an anxiety to understand the history and 


plan of the city as originally laid out, to have the 


|| information put in such a form as to enable the 


Senate to judge correctly on the subject. 

Like the Senatorfrom New Hampshire, if this 
motion were to result simply in delay, I would 
not support or pees it. 1am not anxious to 
procrastinate the action of the Senate on this 
question. I have no feeling on earth in reference 
to it. I have no purpose to subserve, and am not 


| prompted by re gee or by any such consid- 
| eration. My whole object is to get all the inform- 
| ation possible before the Senate. Ifthe Senate 


think they have all the information necessary to 
enable them to vote on this subject, I am con- 
tent. The maps are here, and [ can examine 
them for myself. 

It is said that by delay increased expenses have 
accrued, and will accrue, in the shape of damages 
for this building. I will say to gentlemen on the 


| opposite side of the question that, so far as ex- 


| and adopted. 





/us to vote understandingly on it. 





pense is concerned, we had information of it be- 
fore us when the original resolution was reported 
If you look at that report, you 
will find an estimate made of the expenses already 
incurred, and the consequential damages which 
Congress will doubtless pay. There we have, 
staring us in the face, the amount of $24,000— 
almost as much, if I am not mistaken, as the ori- 
ginal contract provided should be the cost of the 
work. Hence I say, that nothing is to be gained 
by delay. 1 do not wish to retard the action of 
Congress on this measure. If it be important 
and right, on an investigation, that the building 
should be removed and carried to another loca- 
tion, be it so. If its present location blurs or 
mars the prospects of the public grounds, l am one 
of those who would vote fora change of location; 
but [ am not fully informed on this subject, and 
therefore I want all the information I can get. 
My sole object in introducing the resolution 
was to elicit all the information possible for the 
purpose of settling this question, and enabling 
If it be the 
sense of the Senate that the printing of these 
maps will delay action on the work, and if m 
colleague on the Committee on Printing [Mr. 
Jounson] be correct in his view, that it will take 


|| considerable time to prepare the maps, I shall 


not urge the publication of them. I took it for 
granted, and I believe now, that they can be 
printed ina short time. We cannot reach this 
question before the day fixed for private business, 
which is next Friday, and it occurred to me that, 
if we were to make haste in this matter, the maps 
could be ready on that day. Whether they can 
or not, I shall not say. My colleague on the 
Committee on Printing is better informed on that 
point than lam. These maps are small, and, 
according to my observation, such works are 
done quickly. But my only object in this matter 
has been to Jearn all I can, and to develop all the 
information possible, to enable the Senate to vote 
correctly on the subject. 

Mr. BROWN . There is one remark of my 
friend from Alabama to which I wish to reply, 
and only one, and that is in relation to the last 
report which we had on this subject, estimating 
the damages which we should be compelled to 
pay if we arrested the erection of this building at 
this time. I know very well that there was such 
a report sent here as the Senator _— of; and 
if this question ever could have been brought 
under the consideration of the Senate, I think I 
was prepared to show that that was a most mon- 
strous report assuming to charge the Government 
for a building not erected, the foundation of which 
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was not yet laid, within a few hundred dollars of || placed upon the reserved lis 
as much as the Government was to pay for it | 


when the whole work was completed. That was 
the report which was sent to you. I do not say 
that any officer of this Government would have 
paid public money upon such an estimate; but I 
do pretend to-say that, if any officer had dared 
thus to outrage the public interest, he would have 
deserved impeachment. ” 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The gentleman will 
not understand me as saying that any officer 
would pay for it. 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir; but I understand the 
Senator to say that certain estimates were sent 
here. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. And therefore the damages had 
accrued! That heavy damages were estimated 
for, I grant you, sir; $15,000 I think it was, or 
somewhere in that neighborhood, of consequential 
damages on a contract of less than $30,000! This 
was an estimate sent here, undertaking to alarm 


Senators who had not time to investigate this | 


subject to the bottom; showing that we should 
have to pay $25,000 on a contract which only 
amounted to $28,000, for a building the founda- 
tion of which had not been laid, and one fourth 
of the material of which had not been purchased ! 


Any one who will take the trouble to investi- | 


gate that report will see how utterly futile all 
such estimates are. I never supposed that this 
Government was going to pay parties for work 
which they had not done, or pay them damages 
on material which they had not purchased. I 
supposed that the material which they had pur- 
chased would be taken off their hands at cost, 
and that they would be paid a fair and liberal 
allowance forall that had been done; and if there 
were any (not estimated, but actual consequential) 


damages, the Government would pay them; but }| 


I never supposed, as is shown in that report, that 
mechanics would be allowed to make out their 
own bill, present it, and have the Government pa 

it. Nor do Isupposeso yet. Therefore, I think 


my friend from Alabama is entirely mistaken as | 


to the consequential damages. 

Mr. STUART. As the motion now stands, I 
believe it is to print the message and maps. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
maps was withdrawn. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is on referring the proposition to print the maps 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STUART. 
motion, and hope the Senate will take a vote on 
it. I do not see why the motion to print the 
maps may not be referred to the Committee on 
Printing at once. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Let me suggest that the | 


motion to print the maps was withdrawn by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. There is nothing 


now before the Senate but the motion to print the | 


document itself. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 


have already ordered the printing of the report. | 
The Senator from Arkansas was understood to 


move to refer the question of printing the maps 
to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I did not move it. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, 
then, is on the motion of the Senator from Ala- 
bama to refer to the Committee on Printing the 
proposition to print the maps. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of || 
William F. Lovell, of the United States Navy, | 


praying that the same extra pay may be allowed 
to the officers and seamen who accompanied the 
expedition to the Arctic regions in search of Dr. 
Kane, that was allowed to those under Lieutenant 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL 


The motion to print the | 
j 


The question | 


I was going to make that | 


t, praying for such 
redress as Congress may deem just; which was 
| ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the proceedings 
of a public meeting held at Santa Fé, in New 
Mexico, in relation to the mail facilities in that 
| Territory; which were referred to the Committee 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the petition of Alfred 
Bassett, and others, members of a company of 
Connecticut militia in the war of 1812, praying 
to be allowed bounty land; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a 
mail route from Pine Bluff to Aberdeen, in that 
| State; which was referred to the Committee on 

the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


| On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Adolphus Allen, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


SENATE LIBRARY. 
Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- 


| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


structed to inquire into the expediency of having a suitable 
room fitted up for a Senate library, and the appointment of 
a proper person to take charge of the same. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
| Micha Cartner, widow of Henry Cartner, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was concurred 
in, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Samuel Warner, 
submitted an adverse report; which was con- 
curred in, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further cenaigpeen of the 
, memorial of Thomas Howard, and that it be re- 
|| ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 


James Shackelford and others, praying for extra 


|| was concurred in. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the petition of Thomas Ewbank, | 


|| praying for an appropriation to test certain im- 
|| provements made by him in the mode of con- 
structing paddies of steamers, submitted an ad- 
| verse report; which was concurred in. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Revo- | 


lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 


report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 362) for the 


child of the late General Philip Schuyler; which 
| was read a first time, and passed to a second read- 
ing. The report was ordered to be printed. 
|| Mr. EVANS. The petition of Lucy Tate, for 


Committee on Pensions, who reported against it. 
The first application was made to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, who refused it. 
vering agent came here, had it presented to the 


Revolutionary Claims, who reported adversel 
to it. 


|| on what was said to be additional testimony, 


| 


| consideration. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GLARE. _ 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 


val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 


compensation as watchmen at the Washington | 
|| navy-yard, submitted an adverse report; which 


| tion of Catharine V. R. Cochran, submitted a | 


| relief of Catharine V. R. Cochran, sole surviving | 


move it. ||a pension, has heretofore been referred to the | 
Mr. DOUGLAS. That motion is withdrawn. | 


The perse- || 


Committee on Pensions, and they refused it. | 
This session it was referred to the Committee on | 


Subsequently it was referred back to them | 


| fore, because I thought it was demanded b 


which turns out to be nothing in the world but | 
an argument, copying one which had been there || 
| before. I am directed by the committee to report || 
|| it back, and ask to be discharged from its further | 


| ion known. 
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into the propriety of providing for a bust of Judge 
Rutledge, to report a bill for that object. I sub- 
mit a report on the subject, which I ask may be 
printed, 

The bill (S. No. 363) to procure a_bust, in 
marble, of the late Chief Justice John Rutledge, 
was read a first time, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope my friend from Mary- 
land will call for the passage of the bill now. I 
presume there will be no objection to it. There 
are some considerations which should induce its 
passage atonce. I believe there is an artist in 
some measure dependent on it. I hope it will be 
passed at once. 

_ Mr. PEARCE, I have not the least objection, 
if the Senator desires it to be acted on. 

The bill was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
require the Joint Committee of the two Houses 
on the Library to contract with a suitable artist 
for the execution, in marble, and delivery in the 
room of the Supreme Court, of a bust of the late 
Chief Justice John Rutledge, for which purpose 
it appropriates 9800. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill prescribing 
the manner in which the money appropriated by 
the act approved 5th May, 1854, in regard to 
expenses incurred by the State of California in 
suppressing Indian hostilities, shall be paid; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading, and to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
411) for the admission of the State of Kansas 
into the Union, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and have directed me to report it back 
with anamendment. The amendmentis to strike 
out the preamble, and also the whole of the bill 
after the enacting clause, and insert the bill passed 
by the Senate last week. I am also directed to 
ask its consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
hears no objection to its consideration. ‘The 
amendment will be read, if desired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is the bill which was 
passed the other day, word for word, as an 
amendment to the bill of the House. Itis printed 
and on the tables of Senators, and I suppose no 
Senator desires it to be read. If he does desire 


| it, it can be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SEWARD. As this question is under- 
stood by the Senate, undoubtedly, and has been 
very fully debated, it is not my purpose or desire, 
unnecessarily, to discuss the subject; but I rise 
for the purpose of asking for the yeas and nays 
on the question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it be in order to 
offer an amendment after the yeas and nays are 
ordered ? 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Certainly. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate at some 
length. His remarks will appear in the Appea- 
| dix. 


Mr.COLLAMER. Mr. President,I have had 
occasion to address the Senate on this subject be- 
the 
position in which the Senate had placed me. They 
appointed me a member of the Committee on 
eaten, and when I have differed in opinion 
from the majority of the committee, | have felt 
it to be my ake to make that difference of opin- 
I thought this was.a duty which I 





De Haven; which was referred to the Committee || Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post ] 
on Naval Affairs. . : | Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the ] 
Mr. FISH presented the proceedings ofa public || relief of John Scott, Hill W. House, and Samuel 
meeting of merchants and citizens, held in the || . House; which was read the first time, and || 
city of New York, in favor of a reform in the || ordered to a second reading. 

postal system of the United States; which were | 


owed to the Senate, and I have endeavored to 
state, as fairly and as distinctly as 1 could, the 
grounds for the opinions which I maintain. I 
understood, too, that it was the universal usage 
of this body, after the chairman of a committee 
| had spoken in support of the report of the com- 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and \| BUST OF CHIEF JUSTICE RUTLEDGE. | mittee, for those who presented the views of the 
Post Roads. ] Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com- || minority to sustain them. I have attempted 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of David || mittee on the Library, to whom was referred a H heretofore to perform this duty. It.appears that 
Geisinger, a captain in the Navy, who has been \| resolution of the Senate directing them to inquire || it now occurs to me again. The chairman has 
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made a report this morning, in regard to which 1 
differ from the majority of the committee. 
has briefly stated his views, and 1 suppose that | 
duty requires of me to state to this body the rea- | 
sons which govern me in differing in opinion from | 
him and the committee on this subject. In obe- | 
dience to this duty, which I understand to be de- | 
volved on me by an appointment that has been | 
conferred on me, I shall proceed as briefly as I | 
may to state the grounds of my objection to this | 
proposiuion. 
| 


In the first place, I beg leave to remark that it 
is not true that, because a bill upon its face is well | 
enough, it ought therefore to be sustained. This 
bill may have upon its face no serious objections, 
and yet, after all, there may be no foundation for 
a man’s voting for it. Every lawyer will under- 
stand me when I say thatit is not true that every 
Lill in chancery and every declaration in a suit at 
law can be entonght to be sustained because you 
cannot demur to it. It may be well enough on | 
its face; you cannot demur to it, but that is no | 


‘That depends on the other proofs and pleadings || 
The same remark is true of a bill || 


in the case. 
here. It may be well enough on its face; but the | 
state of the circumstances, the condition of things, 
may be such as to render it exceedingly inexpe- 
dient and improper. That state of circumstances | 
must be brought forward in a suit at law, by pleas 
setting them up, and not by demurrer. So in 
this case: the facts which exist should be pre- 
sented, that we may see, upon a view of the bill 
and the facts, whether the bill ought to pass. [ | 
must therefore proceed in some measure to detail 
what the facts are, and why itis that I cannot 
sustain this measure, even though on its face it | 
may not apparentiy be objectionable. 

i do not mean to consume my time by going 
over the previous history which has led to the 
present condition of things. It seems to me very 


extraordinary thatgentlemen—as some have done || 


in this body—should call upon us to present our | 
plans and provisions for the purpose of meeting 
and relieving the present exigency of affairs, and 
atthe same time say that we must not present 
those which require you to go back and undo 
anything heretofore done. Sir, I know of no way 
in which diseases of any kind, moral, political, or 
physical, can ever be reached but by inquiring | 
into the cause of the difficulty; and the only true | 
and sound mode of redress and correction must be 


by removing the cause of the difficulty. It will 
not do to say to us that we should give a system 
to remove the difficulty, but must at the same 
tume take care not to touch the causes that pro- 
duced it. This to me is exceedingly inconsistent, 
unreasonable, and paradoxical. 

Now, sir, however fair this bill may be for 
trying the experiment, as it is called, what ex- 
periment is it that it proposes to try? The Sen- 
ator from linois has just told us. It is to carry 
out the experiment which was proposed in the | 
adoption of the Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
purpose, he says, is to carry out that experiment 
fairly. ‘That being the purpose of the bill, it is 
proper that gentiemen who were opposed to the | 
project of the Nebraska-Kansas On originally | 
should be called upon to aid in carrying out that | 
experiment. Is it reasonable to ask it? We | 
were opposed to the experiment altogether. We | 
should not be expected to aid in carrying out an | 
experiment against which we have all along pro- | 
tested. Certainly I think it is unreasonable to 
expect it. I do not mean to be understood as 
intimating that we should be captious for the 
purpose of defeating *it. Though | may be 
opposed to a bill altogether, I may be willing to 
perfect it, so that, if it must pass contrary to my | 
wishes, it may be as little objectionable as pos- 


The || 


reason for saying the suit should be sustained. | 
| 
| 





assurances of quiet and repose which we gave to 
the country in 1850, and set aside the compromise 
of 1820; and, after that provision had been made 
on the subject of slavery for all the Territories, 
to throw it to the winds by declaring the whole 
proceeding to be vacated. 

What else did you do? Instead of having 
this agitating subject discussed and settled by 
Congress—by the nation—you said you would 
turn it over to the people who might happen to 
go into this Territory thereafter, for there were 
none there when this act was passed. 


We objected to both the features of the exper- | 


iment. We protested, from the beginning, that 


| the compromises which had been made, and the 


repose which had been settled, should not be de- 
stroyed. In the next place, we said that a sub- 


| jectin which the whole community was interested 
| should not be turned over to local legislation and 


| local ‘action in the Territory. 





sible. That is my rule of ethics in legislation. || 
If gentlemen have a better one, they can adopt it || 


for themselves. It is not to be expected, how- 
ever, that because amendments are made on the | 
motion ef those who are opposed to the general | 
purposes of a bill, they are therefore to vote for | 
the bill. 
Now, I wish to state briefly what were in my | 
mind the great objections to this experiment | 
ever having been began, and then I will state 
some reasons why I think it should not now be | 
attempted to be perfected in this way. What | 
was the experiment? It was that we should 
repeal the Misnburi compromise, set aside all the 


| They have not been left free. 


It involved ques- 
tions in which the whole nation had an interest, 
which affected the weight of power in this body, 
and therefore was not a proper subject for local 
arrangement and local legislation. Further, we 
were of opinion that the doctrine of popular sover- 
eignty, sometimes called squatter sovereignty, as 
applied in that way, was nothing but an apple of 
discord, a bone of contention, which would turn 
this whole region into a scene of discord, anarchy, 


confusion,and violence. We thought this must be | 


its ultimate results, for we had seen that in this 
body, restrained as gentlemen are by a proper 
sense of propriety, and by the rules of decorum 
that govern lanes the subject could not be dis- 
cussed with a degree of peace securing any fair 
result, and at the same time preserving the honor 
and dignity of the body. Much less, we thought, 
could it be turned over with impunity to such 
people as those there, to discuss and settle it. 
These, succinctly stated, were some of our ob- 
jections to the experiment which has been entered 
upon. I do not wish to call any improper names, 
but I must say that we think it was a great polit- 
ical mistake, 
that many will not only say it was a great mis- 
take, but a wrong, and a great moral wrong. 
There are others who do not join us now, but 
who think it was a great blunder, which has been 
ronounced to be, in politics, worse than a crime. 
[he events which have transpired since the ex- 
periment was set on foot, must have convinced 
people of that fact. It is notto be expected, how- 
ever, that gentlemen here will acknowledge it and 
retrace their steps; but yet there are men in the 


| community who acknowledge all this, and, at the 


same time, say it ought not to be corrected—it 
ought not to be redressed, though it was wrong. 
I do not understand the propriety of the ethics 
which can guide men to such a result. 
not see why a wrong should not at once be re- 
dressed. . 


Again, when we are told to have no more dis- 


I am very much inclined to think | 


I can- | 


cussion, no more agitation, it looks so like the | 


policy of masterly inactivity until you can get a 
chance to snatch another triumph. 


Such, Mr. President, are briefly the objections | 


which I have in my own mind, and which no 


doubt govern many other gentlemen, to. under- | 


taking to aid in carrying out an experiment which 
we think was altogether wrong in its inception, 
and in all its parts. 

In the next place, we object to this, because, 
since the experiment has been attempted, it has 


not been conducted, we think, with the fairness | 


which was promised. It was said that the 
- who should settle in the Territory should be 
eft ** perfectly free to form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way.”’ 


e0- | 


do not believe that assurance has been kept. | 


Influences and 
powers have been brought to bear on them, re- 
ducing them to a condition of things that renders 


| the attempt at a fair experiment utterly impossi- | 


ble. 
matters. The fact is, that, instead of the people 
of Kansas being let free to form their institutions 
in their own way, the people of a neighboring 
State have passed in upon them in large numbers 
at their most important crisis—when they were 
electing their Territorial Legislature. They passed 
in to the amount of five thousand, and with force 
and violence, with arms and intimidation, took 


| ee of the polls, and elected for them pro- 


essedly a Territorial Legislature. That Legis- 


I need not recapitulate at much length these | 
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| lature, by its laws, and by its officers, hes shaped 


if 


the present condition of the population. 

Now, we think that assurance under which it 
was said this experiment should be tried has not 
been redeemed; the public plighted faith has not 
been kept; and therefore the experiment should 
not go on under such unfair preparation. 

Again, sir: not merely have they been thus 


| overawed conquered, subdued, subjugated, passed 


We || 








under the yoke, buta great deal of violence, which 
even those laws did not call for and do not justify 

has been in point of fact exercised over that peo- 
ple. Under the color of sheriffs’ posse, and some 
times under the color of pretended decisions of 
their courts, the property of the people has been 
destroyed, their buildings have been burnt, their 
printing offices have been suppressed, the people 
have been hunted out, they have been hung, they 
have been murdered, their cattle have been killed 
in their presence, one after another has been 
warned out until they would give assurance to 
leave the Territory. They have been run out of 
the Territory by this violence in great numbers, 
I am utterly incapable of describing what the con- 
dition of things there is from the results of these 
acts of violence. I should say that the very words 
of Curran, as applied at one period to Ireland, 
might be applied, and with much more truth, to 
this Territory. He asked, ‘‘ Where shall we look 
for the wretched inhabitants of the land ?”’? You 
may find them in a jail, the only place of security, 
I had almost said of ordinary habitation. — Yes, 
sir, you may find them manacled—guarded by 
United States soldiers as pretended traitors. You 


| may find them fleeing from the midnight blaze of 


their own dwellings—true. You may find their 
bones bleaching on the green fields of the country— 
literally true. You may find them hunted off to 
a returnless distance from their country and their 
home. That is its condition, truly its condition 
without any figures of rhetoric. 

Mr. President, in that state of things, I ask, 
how can we suppose that the discussion necessa- 
rily incident to settling the condition of their 
Territory, by the forming of a constitution, and 
especially on this agitating subject which divides 
them, can be conducted there now with fairness? 
I take it, that an election of this kind implies that 
the people shall have an oppormaaity of discuss- 
ing the main subject of difficulty—the point of 
difference amongst them—and discuss it freely 
and candidly. I ask gentlemen, in all seriousness, 
in all candor, do you believe that, in the present 
condition of that Territory, any such discussion 


|| can be indulged in—seriously, do gentlemen 


believe any such thing? 
Again, it implies that these people may meet, 


_as is the practice in all our States, to some extent, 


and especially in some parts of the country. 
There, on all subjects of public concernment, the 
people meet together, and the gentlemen who 
entertain different views take the stump, as they 
say, that is, they mount the rostrum, discuss the 
subject before the people, and the people discuss 
it themselves. Does not that necessarily imply 
a condition of society which, we al] know, does 
not exist in Kansas? 

Again, sir, it is implied, I take it, in the con- 
ducting of an election in relation to a matter of 
public concern, that the people shall have the use 
of their presses; that they shall have a fair op- 
portunity to use the freedom of the press on the 
different sides. Do we not, all of us, very well 
know that, after one press has been destroyed at 
Leavenworth, and dicta into the river, and 
another at some place I cannot name, and re- 
cently at Lawrence the printing office was utterly 
destroyed, and declares & nuisance, the idea of 
the use of the freedom of the press, in the discus- 
sion of this great topic among that people, is 
altogether unfounded and untrue? There is 


_ nothing of that kind permitted there. 


Such, briefly, are the reasons why, in the pres- 
ent state of things, and especially in the manner 
in which that state of things has been produced, 
I think this experiment is now impracticable. I 
will not call it a bad name, but it seems to me like 
amockery. All idea of discussion, and a fair 
decision of the great question amongst that people, 
in the present condition of affairs there, is to me 
perfect childish and preposterous. . 

But, Mr. President, why is it that this experi- 


ment is thus commenced at this time, and enter- 
tained by this body? The gentleman who has 
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